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ACTS OF ECOTERROmSM BY RADICAL 
ENVmOMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS 

TUESDAY, JUNE 9, 1998 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON CRIME 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, DC. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 2:30 p.m., in Room 
2237, Raybum House Office Building, Hon. Bill McCoUum [chair- 
man of the subcommittee] presiding. 

Present: Representatives Bill McCollum, Stephen E. Buyer, Steve 
Chabot, Asa Hutchinson and HowEird Coble. 

Staff Present: Paul J. McNulty, Chief Counsel; Nicole R. Nason, 
Counsel; Kara Smith, Staff Assistant; and David Yassky, Minority 
Counsel. 

OPENING STATEMENT OF CHAIRMAN BILL MCCOLLUM 
Mr. MCCOLLUM. Good afternoon. This hearing of the Subcommit- 

tee on Crime is to consider the growing and extremely distiu-bing 
problem of violent acts by radical environmental organizations, or 
ecoterrorism." 

Our great Nation was built upon the bedrock of free expression. 
Those with strongly held views are welcomed in the public square. 
But when such advocates threaten or iiyure in the name of the 
cause they hold dear, they cross a very important line. Civilization 
cannot tolerate the physical attacks of another person, simply be- 
cause of differing views. 

Obviously, when protests results in injury or death, the message 
gets lost. In the case of today's witnesses, the lost message is osten- 
sibly "protect the earth." Yet, as we will hear, ecoterrorism only en- 
courages fear and anger. In the name of protecting Mother Nature, 
radical environmentalists generate nothing but terror. 

There is no question that society has a large responsibility for 
protecting our planet. We must be concerned about issues such as 
wholesale deforestation of the rain forests and the extinction of 
some species of plant or animal. Environmental groups have been 
very successful in heightening our collective awareness of the limits 
of our natural resources. We know that must plant new trees in 
place of the old, and we must set up protective habitats for birds, 
fish and other animals. Human beings have an obligation to be 
good stewards of our environment. 

Yet the very fact that we are already taking these important 
strides underscores how inexcusable £uia unnecessary violent and 
destructive behavior in the name of this cause really is. Peaceful 
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education and consistent advocacy in defense of plant and animal 
life has been proven to work. We simply cannot and will not toler- 
ate domestic terrorism in the name of Mother Nature. 

It should be noted that the subcommittee has heard from the 
Northern California faction of Earth First!, claiming that the move- 
ment's use of violence has been exaggerated. We have welcomed 
them to submit testimony for the record. We certainly do not want 
to unfairly malign any person or group, and I invite any state- 
ments for the record which can help clarify what actions the var- 
ious groups endorse. 

However, there is no denying that there have tdready been many 
victims of radical environmental attacks. This is not a manufac- 
tiu"ed problem. Our witnesses today have a unique perspective to 
bring to bear on this issue, and many have been subjected to per- 
sonal injury or have had thousands of dollars in property de- 
stroyed. They are here to simply tell their stories so that Congress 
may become better educated about these violent environmental 
movements, and I look forward to hearing from them. 

Mr. Coble, do you have an opening statement? 
Mr. COBLE. NO, sir. 
Mr. McCoLLUM. If not, I would like to introduce our first panel 

today. Our first panel consists of one witness, our good friend, Mr. 
Riggs of California. Welcome. 

If I might, I will formally introduce Congressman Frank Riggs. 
He represents the First District of CaUfomia and, among his many 
achievements in Congress, he has worked closely with this sub- 
conmiittee on juvenile crime issues in his capacity as chairman of 
the Subcommittee on Early Childhood, Youth and Families. 

Last year, as I recall, Frank, your district office was subjected to 
an attack by an environmental group; and you have personally 
been engaged in bringing the perpetrators to justice and exposing 
the violent tactics of radical movements. 

You are extremely knowledgeable, from what I know, about the 
subject of ecoterrorism, and I welcome you for your insight today. 
Your full statement will be admitted to the record without objec- 
tion; and it is so ordered. And you may proceed to describe this 
matter in any way you see fit. Thank you for coming. 

STATEMENT OF HON. FRANK RIGGS, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Mr. RIGGS. Mr. Chairman, thank you—and thank you also to our 
friend and colleague, Congressman Coble—for convening this hear- 
ing. If you step back and take a broad look at what has been hap- 
pening in this country with respect to acts of—and I don't think 
there is any other way to describe it—environmental or ecoterror- 
ism, I think you would agree with me that the most appropriate 
venue would be somewhere in the western United States. 

Many of our communities have been under outright siege by the 
most militant, extreme and I would say fringe elements of the envi- 
ronmental movement, who basically believe, when you cut through 
it all, that their means justifies their ends. I literally have had now 
firsthand experience in dealing with these organizations, not just 
through my representation of California's first congressional dis- 
trict for 6 years but, more importantly, and especially for my em- 
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ployees, more traumatically, by the episode that took place at my 
congressional office last October. 

My employees were going about their normal daily duties at the 
time when my office was quite literally assaulted by a group of en- 
vironmental terrorists associated with the organization North 
Coast, as in California's north coeist, Earth First!. One of them is 
seated to my right and will testify before us later. Her name is 
Julie Rodgers. Juhe and her coworker, my other employee, Ronnie 
Pellegrini, were present in the office when a group of individuals 
barged in what was really an attack or a raid on my office. It was 
very clearly orchestrated and very carefully executed. 

The raid was actually led by an individual—and I apologize for 
the quality of this reproduction—but was led by at least one adult 
male, you can tell from his overall size and build, who was dressed 
from head to foot—I am going to pass this up to you in a moment— 
head to foot in black clothing and wearing some sort of hooded ski 
mask over his face. 

As he entered the office, his cohorts wheeled in a gigantic tree 
stump using a dolly. They actually used the handicapped ramp to 
access my office and dropped the dolly with a loud thud that rever- 
berated through the building in the public reception Eirea in my 
congressional office in Eureka. 

Tlie thud made such a noise that occupants of the building, not 
just my employees but other occupants, other tenants in the build- 
ing, thought a bomb had gone on at the time. Julie and Ronnie, 
who were working in the back—I am going to let Julie describe it 
in her own words—came out front to see what had transpired and 
literally came face to face with this individual and other individ- 
uals who were dressed in this—I guess you would politely say com- 
mando or paramilitary style. 

To make a long story short, they proceeded to trash my office and 
traumatize my employees, and I proceeded to get acquainted first- 
hand with what this group is all about. As the other witnesses will 
I think tell us very compelhngly and convincingly today, this orga- 
nization is a part of a very loose-knit, nationwide network of 

F-oups and organizations that espouse vandaUsm and violence, as 
said before, as a means to their end. 
They have, in the process, wreaked havoc in resource-dependent 

communities. One of their goals is, obviously, to stop the resource- 
intensive industries of this coimtry. My district, as you might 
know, is home to a still substantial but dwindling forest products 
industry. One of the things this group has been successful in doing, 
the North Coast Earth First! organization, is tying up law enforce- 
ment and basically bogging down the judicial system. 

In the incident that took place at my office, in fact—^you will see 
Julie in the background in the process of calling 911 to summon 
police—every available, on-duty police officer patrol unit responded 
to my congressional office in the greater Eureka, California, area. 
There was no other law enforcement unit available to respond to 
any other call or demand for police services during the time that 
this episode transpired at my congressional office. 

So this organization, make no bones about it, is taking a clear 
toll on resource-dependent communities. They are causing vandal- 



ism. They have resorted to violence in at least one episode in north- 
em Caliromia. 

Another group, espousing some sort of tie to Earth First!, spiked 
a tree. When the tree was milled at a now-defunct sawmill in 
Cloverdale, California, also in my congressional district, the spike 
actually killed a mill worker when the saw made contact with the 
spike. They have taken an enormous financial and psychological 
and emotional toll on the conmiimities such as the communities I 
represent. 

I might note also, ironically, for the record, this group publicly 
stated they were protesting a resolution to a decade-long dispute 
involving the logging of privately owned forestlands in my congres- 
sional district, a resolution that was contained in last year's annual 
spending bill for the Department of Interior. An authorization and 
appropriation of $260 million in Federal taxpayer funding was con- 
tained in the Interior appropriations bill for the acquisition of 7,000 
plus acres of old growth forest land in my congressionfd district, a 
resolution that I went along with very reluctantly and only imder 
the belief this would finally resolve this political turmoil that has 
long been festering in my congressional district. 

Mr. Chairman and colleagues, I would like to make just one 
other reference. That is, after this episode, we began researching 
this group, Earth First!, a little more carefully. Prior to that, to be 
very honest with you, we dismissed them as being just another rad- 
ical, fringe, protest group. What really brought this home to us was 
how weU executed this raid was at my office. Come to find out that 
they are a very sophisticated organization. With your permission I 
am going to go over the charts very quickly and show you some of 
the information they promote on a web site that is available to any 
Internet subscriber—or web site subscriber. 

Mr. McCoLLUM. Surely. 
Mr. RiGGS. I apologize for showing my back side, some would say 

my better side, to the audience here. But this is a web site that 
is maintained by Earth First! and the Earth First! Journal, which 
is a pubUcation that they put out. You will notice in here that it 
says Earth First!—the explanation point, of course, is their own 
added emphasis—was founded in 1979 in response to a lethargic, 
compromising and increasingly corporate environmental commu- 
nity. In other words, mainstream moderate environmentedism isn't 
good enough for them, doesn't go far enough. 

Earth First! takes a decidedly different tactic toward environ- 
mental issues. They beUeve in using all the tools in the tool box, 
ranging from an involvement in the legal process to civil disobe- 
dience and monkeywrenching. The key word here is monkey- 
wrenching. Because some in the media, in particular, would have 
you believe that this group just engages in peaceful civil disobe- 
dience. In fact, there are those that have tried to portray the inci- 
dent in my congressional office that way because, thankfully, no 
one was actually physically iiyured, and tne damage or the destruc- 
tion of property wasn't too extensive. There are those in the media 
who would Uke to portray this as a peaceful act of civil disobe- 
dience. 

But this group isn't merely aspiring to civil disobedience, be- 
cause, as you go onto the other pages of the web site, you will see 



how they define monkejrwrenching. Monkeywrenching ecotage, 
which is just a play on words for sabotage, ecodefense, unauthor- 
ized heavy equipment maintenance, which means, imder California 
law, felony, vandalism, desurveying, road reclamation, are just 
terms for trespassing on privately owned property, tree spilung. 
They actually go on to say monkeywrenching is a step beyond ci\^ 
disobedience. 

Then you come down here to the bottom, and it talks about a 
Sublication they put out called Ecodefense: A Field Guide to 

lonkeywrenching, now in its third edition, and it is available from 
Earth First! Journal for $18. It goes on, according to their own web 
site, to say it contains detailed information on monkeywrenching 
techniques, as well as careful discussions on seciuity, safety strat- 
egy and justification. The book is 350 pages long and is heavily il- 
lustrated, and it says any potential monkejrwrencher woxild do well 
to study it carefully before embarking on a clearly illegal and po- 
tentially dangerous path of ecotage. 

By the way, colleagues, this is very typical of their tactics. When 
they want credit publicly, they are the first to seek the media Ume- 
Ught. But when it comes to legal liability, they dissemble and they 
couch things in such terms so as to qualify their actions to main- 
tain some sort of separation or distance, maybe at arms length, 
fit>m the actual people involved in these episodes. 

So the incident in my congressional office on October 16th was 
not an isolated case. It is a small example of a larger, some would 
call—I certainly would say—^nationwide movement that espoused 
criminal tactics and is often engaged in criminaUty, as well as the 
politics of intimidation and terror. 

I think this organization, in particular, but all organizations that 
are involved in vtda kind of activity, should be called what they are. 
I beUeve in calling a spade a spade. They are terrorists, and they 
are criminals. Because they are involved in a deUberate, orches- 
trated, systematic criminal conspiracy, as I mentioned earUer, I 
think we should give some consideration to expanding Federal law 
to bring these groups tmd organizations under the umbrella of the 
Federal law, wiether it is the expansion of the RICO statute or 
some other Federal law that would allow us to be able to direct 
Federal law enforcement agencies and Federal taxpayer resources 
to interdicting and preventing this kind of crime. 

Lives have been lost. Too many communities have been deunaged. 
Individuals—and this is what brought it home to me personally— 
individuals Uke my congressional employees have been trauma- 
tized, and it is time to say enough is enough. 

We all care about the environment. Lord knows that those of us 
who live in—certainly those of us who are elected to represent— 
resource-dependent communities have a vested interest in the well- 
being of the environment. We are all stakeholders. But particularly 
in our communities, we certainly want to leave a better, cleaner 
world for our children. 

Most people agree on the need to balance environmentalism with 
the economic needs of local commimities. This is especially impor- 
tant, again, in the small rural communities of the western Umted 
States that have not shared, for the most part, in the boom of our 
national economy, and where people are still, today and for the 
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foreseeable future, dependent on resource-based jobs to feed their 
families. 

So, unfortunately, in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, the groups all 
too often, I think, put the environment before or above the lives 
and livelihoods of people and families and communities. They use 
any means, just about—to justify their ends. And all too often, if 
you disagree with them, their answer is to vandalize your property, 
intimidate your family, intimidate and traumatize your employees 
or even to resort to outright violence. 

So I am indebted to you. Bill, for calling this hearing today. I 
look forward to joining with you and our colleagues hopefully on 
the Judiciary Subcommittee to hear the testimony of oiir other wit- 
nesses. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Riggs follows:] 

PREPARED STATEMENT OF HON. FRANK RIGGS, A REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS 
FROM THE STATE OF CAUFORNIA 

Chairman McCoUum, Members of the Subcommittee, thank you for the oppor- 
tunity to appear before you today to testify on the serious matter of ecoterrorism 
and its effect on the people, local economies and communities of this nation. 

I am the Representative of the First Congressional District of California. The 
First District stretches from the Napa Valley in the south, along 350 miles of Cali- 
fornia's North Coast to the Oregon border. To put that in perspective, the district 
is twenty percent lareer than the State of Massachusetts. The North Coast is known 
for its abundemce of Redwood and Douglas Fir forests. Today, as in generations 
past, men and women come to this place to make a living as foresters and loggers 
and mill workers. These environmental stewards manage the forests with love for 
the environment and rational science to provide wood tor our nation and a future 
for their children. Unfortunately, times have changed and the work has become dan- 
gerous due to the radical philosophies of so-called environmentalists. These extrem- 
ists do not only target loggers; they target any one who expresses a different opinion 
or philosophy than they do. 

On October 16, 1997, my Eureka, California District Office was rocked by what 
sounded like a thunderous explosion. In fact, the sound was that of a SOO-poimd 
tree stump being dumped off a truck onto the office foyer floor. Upon responding 
to the horrific sound, my two female staff members were greeted by the visage of 
several Earth First! terrorists, one wearing a black ski mask, and another wearing 
dark goggles and a hood. The masked marauders—wearing combat boots and 
dressed in black from head to toe—and their cohorts, after the initial "stump 
drop,"then dumped four large garbage bags of sawdust, pine needles and leaves all 
over the congressional office, over computers, desks and the floor. All the while, one 
of them videotaped the attack with a handheld video camera, making a point to get 
right into the faces of each of the two staff members for "close-up" shots. 

Afler the invasion, the maurders, via walkie-talkie, called in the "peaceful" pro- 
testers: four harmless looking women who would—once the masked men left—be the 
"public face" of the "protest, left behind for the media to cover. For the next two 
hours, these women would then sit around the tree stump with their arms locked 
in a metal device designed for the solepurpose of resisting arrest. 

And why was my office targeted? The trespassers were protesting theacquisition 
of the Headwaters Forest, a 3500-acre tract of old growth Redwood forest. A private 
company. Pacific Lumber, which has logged in Humboldt County, California for over 
100 years, airrently owns the parcel. In exchange for their land, the Federal govern- 
ment and the State of California, in a bipartisan pact, agreed to compensate Pacific 
Lumber $380 million in taxpayer funds to forever preserve 7,500 acres of the pre- 
cious forest and some surrounding land. I had a hand in crafting the deal, as did 
Senator Diane Feinstein, and that made me a target. The environmentalists, specifi- 
cally Earth First!, wanted 60,000 acres preserved: a amount that would end all log- 
ging in Humboldt County, and leave over 1,000 people out of work in an already 
depressed au-ea where unemployment hovers over 10%. But Earth First! wanted 
more and they were determined to terrorize {iny one who opposed them. 

I believe the incident in mv District Office is not a small isolated incident. It is 
the tip of the iceberg and endemic of Earth First!: an organization the Federal Bu- 
reau of Investigation (FBI) has characterized as a "militant environmental group." 



Earth First! is an organization which, while purporting to practice nonviolence, 
outwardly advertises "monkevwrenching' on the Earth First! web site. Monkey- 
wrenching, also euphemistically called ecotage," is the practice of sabotaging log- 
ging equipment. The web site also refers to such destruction of private property as 
^mauthorized heavy equipment maintenance." Earth First! also advocates tree spik- 
ing, the act of driving a metal spike into a tree to damage a saw, or outright vandal- 
ism. The results of monkeywrenching vary. Most of the time it causes the cessation 
of logging activities. Often times it causes property damage. In Ukiah, California, 
whicn is in my Congressional District, it killed a logger. Too many times these ac- 
tivities have caused grave iiyury and even the loss of Ufe. Many a rigger, logger and 
treefeller have suffered iiyury because of a severed hydraulic line or tree s^ke. Yet 
the Earth First! website and the Earth First! Journal actually advertise and sell 
Ecodefense: A Field Guide to Monkeywrenching. 

Earth First! members are not simply Isackwoods vigilantes or merry pranksters. 
They are members of a highly organized, nationwide movement bent on tne destruc- 
tion of the entire natural resource industry and the families and communities bound 
to that livelihood. Earth First! has put the'i-ights" of the tree and the insect before 
the rights of the humans. 

Earth First! practices the politics of siege warfare. They condone the use of sit- 
ins to halt lawfiil logging practices or, in my office, the normal operation of business. 
While these protests are certainly within the rights guaranteed to every American 
under the Constitution, their goal is not public awareness. Their goal is to sap local 
resoiuves by tying up law enforcement and clogging the judicial system. 

Unfortimately, the end restilt is the loss of money from local communities' annual 
budget. Depressed rural communities, hurt by the decline of the federal timber pro- 
gram and the rise of environmental zealots, Eire faced with smaller and smaller op- 
erating budgets. The drain on the local treasury is immense. So many dollars are 
being spent on law enforcement and judicial review, citizens are being deprived es- 
sential functions of the local government, such as education, infrastructure mainte- 
nance and law enforcement protection. 

Cuts in the education budget hurt our children, the fiitiire of America. Cuts in 
the infrastructure maintenance force roads into disrepair and sidewalks to crumble. 
By tying up law enforcement officers at protests, oftentimes in remote locations, citi- 
zens are no longer afforded the community the protection their tax dollars pay for. 
During the October 1997 protest at my Eureka office, no pohce officers were avail- 
able to respond to any police emergencies anywhere else in the city for nearly two 
hours. In tneir zeal to save nature, they cause irrevocable harm to our communities 
and our children. 

Earth First! also condones the assault of public officials. On March 23, 1997, a 
member of Earth First! threw bison entrails on Senator Conrad Bums, Secretary 
of Agriculture Dan GUckman, and Montana Governor Marc Rocicot. Included in my 
testimony is a list of the most recent attacks on public officials by environmental 
extremists. 

Mr. Chairman, these protesters are not satisfied with simply objecting to a policy 
or practice, they are intent on disrupting whatever they can for as long as they can. 
To this end. Earth First! has designed and specially constructed a device known as 
a lock box. These lock boxes are constructed out of two eighteen-inch steel pipes 
welded together in a v-shape. Inside, at the crux of the "Sr," is a steel bar to wluch 
the protesters handcuff themselves. The protesters link arms inside these devices. 
Their wrists and forearms are encased in the steel pipes to prevent law enforcement 
officials from breaking the protesters' hold. The only recourse for law enforcement 
is to cut the devices with a metal grinder, which generates hot sparks and is dan- 
gerous to the surrounding area, law enforcement officers and the protesters. Or po- 

ce are required to wait, which ties up the officers for hours. 
These devices are specifically designed, built and used for one purpose: to pur- 

posely and deliberately resist arrest. They are intended to force law enforcement in 
using more aggressive forms of action. In an attempt to combat the use of these de- 
vices, I have asked the elected state officitds in my Congressional District, Democrat 
State Senator Mike Thompson and Democrat Assemblywoman Virginia Strom-Mar- 
tin, to enact legislation banning these devices. Unfortunately, my request fell on 
deaf ears. It took a RepubUcan outside of the North Coast to introduce the legisla- 
tion. When the bill came up for a committee vote, it was killed along party lines 
by Democrats in the California state Senate. I have included a copy of the cor- 
respondence between my office and the offices of the State officials. 

As I stated earlier, the incident in my Congressional Office is not an isolated case. 
I believe that the Earth First! invasion on October 16th is only a small example of 
a larger, some would call criminal, nationwide organization that believes in the poli- 
tics of intimidation and terror. This organization, and all organizations like it, 
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should be treated aa all terrorist organizatioiis are treated in this nation: as wanton 
criminals. 

Mr. Chairman, I come before you today to ask this subcommittee to expand the 
scope of the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations (RICO) statute to in- 
clude the illegal activities of these organizations. A casual reading of the RICO stat- 
ute speaks volumes about the vaUdity of expanding RICO authority to include 
ecoterrorism and ecotage. 

Earth First! engages in a deliberate, orchestrated, systematic criminal consoiracy 
that should be punishable under the RICO statue. While RICO is stigmatizea as a 
law for "mobsters" or "organized crime," the statute has been expanded to protect 
all Americans from organized crime ssmdicates, a moniker I beheve that fits EarUi 
First! like a black glove. 

The systematic, orgEinized ecoterrorism of Earth First! and other mihtant organi- 
zations must stop. Lives have been lost. Too many communities have been damaged. 
Too much time nas been wasted. These organizations are a threat to every Amer- 
ican who dares to think differently than they do. 

Thank you, Mr. Chsurman. 

Mr. McCOLLUM. Well, Mr. Riggs, you certainly presented an ab- 
solutely stark and contrasting view of what is going on in the West 
that many of us in the East just don't see. We hear about it, we 
read about it, but we don't feel it. And what you described certainly 
doesn't sound to me as though it is a passive type of civil disobe- 
dience. If you threaten somebody, you and I both know that assault 
doesn't require actually punching that person out; that physical, 
potential threat is an actiial assat^t. 

Do you have some kind of evidence that you are presenting in 
proceedings or otherwise to connect Earth First! with this? Did 
they acknowledge it? Did the people there claim it? How do we 
know and how do you know it was Earth First! that came into your 
office? 

Mr. RlGGS. They publicly acknowledged it, Mr. Chairman, in sev- 
eral subsequent media interviews. Several newspaper publications 
ran articles quoting spokespeople, plural, for Earth FHrst! Again, 
this is a very loose-knit, somewhat nebidous and I think sort of 
purposely disorganized—I have said they are organized and orches- 
trated, but in terms of their structure, they are a purposely loose- 
knit organization in that that makes it more difficult for legal au- 
thorities to establish responsibility and liability. But they had sev- 
eral spokespeople who came forward and publicly took credit. 

You understand that this group marauded through my office, 
traumatizing my employees and trashing the premises. Tiiey had 
walkie-talkies, by the way, and they were monitoring, apparently, 
the law enforcement radio frequency. When Julie called the police, 
they heard the call, so this group left prior to the arrival of the po- 
lice. 

They left behind four females, one of whom was a minor, legally, 
a juvenile, luider the law, who then chained themselves, using one 
of these interlocking devices—we have an example of it—around 
the gigantic tree stimip in my office. Now these kind of devices eire 
interlocking. They are able to stick their arms in them, and there 
is a chain that runs throu^ them—Jim Tobin of my staif is pulling 
it out now—and a handcuff, and they stick their arms through here 
and make it virtually impossible for law enforcement to remove 
them, tmd they effectively occupy the governmental ofiice in ques- 
tion, in my case, my congressional district office in Eureka. 

Of course, they bring everything to an absolute stendstill. The 
four women were left behind to put kind of a human face, a sympa- 
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thetic face, on what transpired; tind, unfortunately, in my view, the 
media focused there and not on the activities of this organization 
immediatelv preceding the arrival of law enforcement. 

One of the things we are suggesting is that the State law be 
modified to ban the possession and use of these kind of devices be- 
cause they are made—and Earth First! and the other militant, rad- 
ical environmental groups acknowledge this—they are made for 
one purpose and one piui>ose only, and that is to resist arrest. So 
we c£ill on State law to be modified to ban the manufacture, posses- 
sion and use of these devices, or, in the converse, to make their use 
a felony resisting arrest, as opposed to misdemeanor resisting ar- 
rest. 

Mr. McCoLLUM. Am I correct? You said to us that the irony is 
J'oxx actually supported, albeit reluctantly, provisions that were in 

egislation, that they were protesting, wanting to get in legislation? 
You had already done that? 

Mr. RiGGS. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. The acquisition of over 
7,000 more acres of old growth forestland to add to our enormous 
Federal and State parks system in northwest California at an ex- 
pense to taxpayers of $260 milhon, that is Federal taxpayers, and 
$130 million in State. 

Mr. McCOLLUM. So they made a hit on you in an ofGce on an 
issue which was already resolved and which, even if they were or- 
dinary folks out there protesting, they would have been irrespon- 
sible in doing that under the circumstances, it sounds like to me. 

I would Uke to stay and ask you more questions. Unfortunately, 
I have to go to the Rules Committee, Mr. Riggs. So I ask my col- 
league, Mr. Hutchinson, to chair. And I am sure that Mr. Coble has 
some questions; and if Mr. Hutchinson will come up, I will jdeld to 
him for any questions he has. 

Mr. Coble. 
Mr. COBLE. Thank you, Frank, for being with us. 
Many people in todays climate feel so strongly about their re- 

spective issues, they believe, as you pointed out, that their means 
justify their ends. I mean, that their cause is so worthy that it is 
okay for them to trespass and assault and do this monkeywrench, 
if you will. For my information, Frank, does monkeywrenching in- 
clude all those or is it one specific element? 

Mr. RIGGS. There might be people more knowledgeable or expert 
than me, Howard, but I believe monkeywrenching is a broad term 
used to refer to acts of vandalism and violence. 

Mr. COBLE. I find it interesting, the very sophisticated, unauthor- 
ized heavy equipment maintenance is nothing more than vandal- 
ism, right? 

Mr. RIGGS. That is correct. 
Mr. COBLE. YOU may or may not know this, Mr. Riggs. Do you 

know whether or not victims in your district, for example, who 
have been traumatized, as were your ofBce employees, £U"e they re- 
luctant to report these acts to law enforcement omcisds for fear of 
subsequent attacks or threats or perhaps for fear of negative pub- 
licity? Do you have any read on that? 

Mr. RIGGS. AS you very well know, Howard, representing a con- 
gressional district of smaller, more rural counties, there is a very 
real fear of recrimination. Yes, that is part of it; I don't know what 
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you want to call it, the atmosphere of intimidation that is behind 
these tactics. I have been surprised, very honestly. There has been 
a lot of fallout from this, some of it political, but other legal, in a 
sense. A lot of good people, I think, remained silent, are very mute, 
almost cowed by the intimidation involved. 

You understand that this was not the first episode to occur in 
our part of the world. There have been other acts, as I mentioned, 
of violence and vandalism. A mill worker killed in Cloverdale, Cali- 
fornia. So, yes, I think that is part of the overall goal of these indi- 
viduals. I think, to an extent, they have succeeded. That is sad to 
say, but that is why I wanted to bring it to the attention of you 
and our colleagues. 

Mr. COBLE. The use of intimidation or threats. Frank, is it your 
belief that State statutes are not adequately available to address 
these problems, therefore, need to expand the Federal law in this 
area? 

Mr. RiGGS. I think State statutes are largely adequate, but I 
think the Federal interest in the Federal concern comes at the 
point where these individuals are involved across State lines. They 
are involved on an interstate or multistate basis. Certainly, infor- 
mation is exchanged. The web site is a classic example, where the 
web site is going out wide and far, instantly, as soon as the infor- 
mation is placed on the Internet through home page or web site. 

I think there is a need for Federal involvement, if not from a 
sanctions perspective, perhaps from an intelligence-gathering and 
intelligence-sharing aspect. Because, again, you will hear from 
other witnesses just about how widespread, some would say ramp- 
ant, this kind of activity is, especially in the western United States. 

Mr. COBLE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I yield back my time. 
Mr. HUTCHINSON. [Presiding.] I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. Buyer. 
Mr. BUYER. I apologize for coming in late. I am somewhat famil- 

iar with your issues on ecoterrorism. I took a tour a few years back 
throughout northern California, Oregon, Washington and Idaho; 
and I appreciate your leadership on the issue. I have no patience 
for individuals that do this type of thing. None. 

I yield back. 
Mr. HuTCHlNSON. Mr. Chabot. 
Mr. CHABOT. I don't have any specific questions, but I do appre- 

ciate Mr. Riggs bringing this to our attention, and I appreciate the 
Chairman's holding these particular hearings. 

But I think the one thing that reminds me—I am pro-life, always 
have been, always will be, but I abhor and condemn those that use 
violence, whether it is blowing up abortion clinics or whether it is, 
you know, all kinds of stunts that go on. I don't think that is appro- 
priate. One should never endanger anyone's lives, even though they 
may feel strongly about a particular issue. 

And I think, in my mind, ecoterrorism falls in that category. Peo- 
ple want to protect the environment. I think that is a worthy thing. 
But when it gets into violence or spiking trees and things like that, 
where you might have a worker that could be blinded or ii^ured 
in a severe way, I think that is way beyond the bounds. So I thank 
Mr. Riggs for bringing this to our attention, and I think we should 
take some action. Thank you. 
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Mr. RiGGS. I thank you, Mr. Chabot. 
Mr. Chairman, if I might respond. I am so glad you drew that 

analogy, because others have drawn that analogy in the subse- 
quent weeks and months that transpired since the episode of my 
office. They pointed out that the Congress felt compelled to actually 
f>a8s legislation to deal with planned, organized, systematic vio- 
ence at abortion clinics or planned parenthood clinics. So I submit 

to you, colleagues, that that may be the precedent for congressional 
action with respect to the kind of incidents that have taken place 
at my congressional office and in other locales around the western 
United States. 

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Buyer. 
Mr. BUYER. I just have one thing about RICO. I don't know if you 

will recall, Mr. Riggs, but Chairman Hyde on the House floor, in 
response to a motion by Dr. Cobum, in response to these rulings 
on the abortion issue, had said that he was willing to have a hear- 
ing on RICO. And RICO is becoming—it is getting away from 
Congress's original intent. So I am not so certain if we su"e talking 
about tightening up RICO. You are asking us to expand RICO to 
include the ecoterrorism, are you not? 

Mr. RiGGS. It seems to be a logical vehicle for the congressional 
response, if, in fact, at least a majority of our colleagues determine 
some sort of congressional response is appropriate and necessary. 

Mr. BUYER. I would ask you to stay engaged, then, with the sub- 
committee as we move into the reconsiderations on the RICO stat- 
ute to make sure that this is brought in. 

Mr. RiGGS. I will definitely stay engaged, even just as a private 
citizen. Because I have a very real, long-term interest in seeing a 
congressional response if not immediately, hopefully over the long- 
term; today is just a start of that deliberative process. 

Again, as I said to Chairman McCoUum, I am very grateful and 
Indebted to you and other members of the subcommittee, because 
at least we are beginning to bring some attention to bear on this 
kind of systematic, organized criminal conspiracy. 

Mr. BUYER. I apologize for being late, and I don't know whether 
you gave any examples of individuals who have been iryured in 
your congressional mstrict by way of spiking or cutting, or doctor- 
ing engines. 

Mr. RIGGS. I did. I will let Julie Rodgers, seated to my right, 
speak to you from her personal experiences, and the trauma, if you 
will, of working in my office and going through this particular inci- 
dent, which, by the way, was in the media portrayed as just some- 
thing that is just a routine part in the day of the life of a congres- 
sional employee. I take great exception to that. But, yes, I men- 
tioned before you arrived, the mill worker in Cloverdale, Csilifomia, 
just a few miles from where I live, who was killed by a spiked log. 

Mr. BUYER. Thank you. 
Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Riggs, I wsuit to thank you for your testi- 

mony today. I haven't engaged in my questioning time, and I am 
going to waive that because I think it is important to hear the sec- 
ond panel. 

This is an important issue. I come from a State in which we have 
a significant amount of logging, and this is an issue that is impor- 
tant to me. We had a significant amount of protests as well, and 
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there is a fine balance between civil disobedience and crossing the 
line where you injure personal property, real property, as well as 
personal iiuury, so this is a fascinating issue to me. I think it is 
important that we hold this hearing. I look forward to following the 
issue. 

Thank you, Mr. Riggs. 
We will go to the second panel. If the second panel could come 

forward. 
Mr. HuTCHiNSON. Our second panel today is made up of persons 

who have themselves been victims of ecoterrorists or have some 
unique knowledge of the movements and tactics of radical environ- 
mental groups. 

First, we have Mr. Ron Arnold, author of the book Ecoterror— 
The Violent Agenda to Save Nature. Mr. Arnold is also the Execu- 
tive Vice President of the Center for Defense of Free Enterprise in 
Bellevue, Washington; and he runs a consulting firm that offers 
seminars on the problems of environmentahsm for business and in- 
dustry. 

Next, we have Mr. Bruce Vincent, President of the Alliance for 
America and a fourth-generation logger. Mr. Vincent has worked at 
his famil/s Montana's logging business since 1984, and he and his 
family have had several frightening deaUngs with ecoterrorists. 

Also with us today is Mr. Barry Clausen, author of the book. 
Walking on the Edge—How I Infiltrated Earth First!. Mr. Clausen 
is a former licensed private investigator who spent a year pretend- 
ing to sympathize with and support the activities of the environ- 
mental group Earth First!. He continues to research and write 
about the attacks committed by radical environmental and animal 
rights org£mizations. 

Ms. Judie Rodgers, District Office Manager for Representative 
Frank Riggs, who is here to tell her story about last year's attack 
by Earth First! in the Eureka, California, office. Ms. Rodgers was 
in the office during the protest and will give her accoimt of this 
frightening event. 

Finally, we are pleased to have with us today Ms. Cathi Peter- 
son, a former U.S. Forest Service employee in northern California. 
Ms. Peterson is currently employed as a skidder operator within 
the forest of the northern Sierra Nevada. She has seen firsthand 
how equipment is sabotaged by these radical environmental groups 
and has been subjected to attacks. 

We welcome ah of these witnesses here today. Without objection, 
the written statements will be entered into the record. 

Mr. HuTCHiNSON. I understand Mr. Arnold has been delayed; 
and, hopefully, he will arrive in time to testify. Without him, we 
will just go aJtiead and start left to right with Mr. Vincent. And if 
you could, we will have a 5-niinute rule in effect, and your written 
testimony will be submitted for the record, so feel free to summa- 
rize your testimony if you so desire. 

Mr. Vincent. 

STATEMENT OF BRUCE VINCENT, PRESIDENT, ALUANCE FOR 
AMERICA 

Mr. VINCENT. Thank you and thank you for the opportunity to 
comment to you on the issue of ecoterrorism. 
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My name is Bruce Vincent. I am from Libby, Montana. I am cur- 
rently the President of Alliance for America. My day job, however, 
is business manager for a small family company that is involved 
in the practical application of academic forest management theory, 
Vincent Logging. 

For the past 10 years, I have been thoroughly involved in local, 
regional and national attempts to make sense out of the laws gov- 
erning the management of the public forest resource I Uve in, work 
in, play in and love. I volunteer as Executive Director of Commu- 
nities for a Great Northwest. I help coordinate our Kootenai Forest 
Congress. I am a 10-year member of our Grizzly Bear Community 
Involvement Team. 

I am from an area that does not expect easy solutions to tough 
forest management decisions but is working for a vision that blends 
our economy with the environment we love. I am here today to 
share with you one of the tragic consequences of this involvement 
that is as painful as anything I have had to deal with in my life. 

I have been and my family has been subjected to ecoterrorism. 
When I first started speaking out on my personal beliefs on the 

existing environmental movement and legislative and regulatory 
regime, I was completely unaware of the dark side of the issue. I 
naively thought this discussion was going to be based on simple 
disagreement of fact. At first, the consequences were fairly innoc- 
uous. I began receiving letters and phone calls from unknown indi- 
viduals who disagreed with my positions. There were no threats, 
just some irrational ramblings and a few unsigned letters of dis- 
approval. 

But in 1989, the summer of 1989, things started to change. The 
dialogue from the perpetrators began to get more and more vicious 
and began to be ended with things like you'd better shut up and 
then coupled with threats about getting me if I did not shut up. 

In the siunmer of 1989, the threats became more than just idle. 
While working on a job in the Kootenai National Forest, our equip- 
ment was sabotaged. Dirt was put into the engine of one of our doz- 
ers. The dozer was operated by my father. Thankfully, when the 
engine failed, it was on flat ground because its brakes were run by 
hydraulics that required an operating engine. Had it failed on 
steeper ground, my father would have been the jockey of an out- 
of-control, 50-ton, deadly projectile off the mountain. TTiey also cut 
the brake liens on one of our dump trucks and the hydraulic lines 
on an excavator under which men were working. No one was hurt 
in those instances. 

There are other logging contractors, by the way, in our area that 
were hit at same time. No one was hurt; and, unfortunately, no one 
was ever caught. 

And while the approach to the sabotage was exactly outlined in 
Dave Foreman's Earth First! book, Ecodefense: A Field Guide to 
Monkey Wrenching, the terrorists didn't leave a calling card; and 
no one claimed they caused the activities to take place. However, 
a couple summers later we saw a picture of a dozer in an article 
that was printed in the newsletter of Wild Rockies Review. That 
article called to action students who were attending campuses in 
the inland Northwest and asked them if they would like to spend 
a summer burning dozers in areas like Libby, Montana. All they 
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had to have was a desire to work within the environment and ter- 
rorize local people, and they would be put up for the summer, and 
they could work in areas like my home. 

Shortly after our equipment was sabotaged, the phone calls and 
viciousness of the calls escalated. I phoned authorities and asked 
for help. I was told that, until something actually happened, noth- 
ing could be done for me. 

During the same time period, a group in Missoula, Montana, de- 
veloped a short skit in which I was portrayed as a himter of ani- 
mals, along with then U.S. Representative Ron Marlenee. At the 
end of the skit that was performed and videotaped on the steps of 
the Federal building in Missoula, I was shot and killed to protect 
the animals. The fear this caused within myself and my family was 
understandable. 

In the fall of 1989, CBS's 60 Minutes called to ask if I would be 
available to participate in a segment on 60 Minutes. I did do that. 

After participating on that segment on ecoterrorism, the produc- 
ers called; and after airing the show, they had some concern. They 
were afraid they may have inadvertently caused something to hap- 
pen, possibly some focus of imwanted attention on my family be- 
cause of the airing of that show. They said they had received an 
inordinate number of phone calls around the country of people 
wanting to know the address of Earth First!. They expressed the 
hatred—they were thrilled to see there was some avenue for ex- 
pressing that hatred, and CBS was concerned for me and my fam- 
iiy. 

Their warnings were prophetic. Soon, the threatening phone 
calls—soon after the airing of that CBS show, the phone calls 
changed from focusing on harm to me to harm to my children. The 
threats changed and became graphic in their detail of what was 
going to happen in sexual and physical torture to my children be- 
fore they were killed if I did not shut up. I was told I would be 
forced to watch. 

One caller played a recorded version of a song written about my 
children. Another tragic phone call answered by my wife was a re- 
cording of children screaming in pain as they cried help me, help 
me, help me, mommy; and the message was, if your husband would 
shut up, you won't have to hear this. 

They put traps on my phone, but because we have an antiquated 
phone system in our rural area, they couldn't trap any of the 
threats outside the State of Montana, and no one was ever trapped. 

We worked with the FBI and others, and my Senator, Conrad 
Bums, and others. But until something happened, we were told we 
couldn't do an)rthing; and it was suggested I carry a concealed 
weapon, my wife carry a concealed weapon, and we teach my chil- 
dren how to shoot. I did teach my children how to shoot. 

There was some kind of surveillance going on of the people who 
were making these kind of threats, because I was told and fitted— 
told to wear a vest when I spoke in some places and fitted with 
a bulletproof vest in some places where I spoke. I was given protec- 
tion for me and my family when I traveled to some of the places 
where I spoke. The local authorities worked out a safe-house sys- 
tem for my children. They are taken places where they will be safe. 
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The impact of these acts on my family has been marked. When 
the threats started, my 4 children were age 3 through 12. We held 
numerous family meetings to determine whether or not we could 
continue our involvement in the debate over our future. We sought 
and got family and pediatric therapy to deal with our stress. And 
the decision of my family has been consistent. Faced with either 
shutting up as requested or speaking out so loudly that we make 
a terrible target, we decided to continue speaking. 

My family is not the only family in America that is faced with 
this and the debate over our environment. You will hear from 
Cathi Peterson. Dean Bryant of Blue Ridge, Georgia, has had 
threats and had his equipment sabotaged. Candy Boak of Willow 
Creek, California, has given up pro-timber activities because of 
threats against her family. John Campbell, a timber industry exec- 
utive from Scotia, California, has had his home firebombed. 

We continue to speak out. Thankfully, in the last couple years, 
calls £uid threats have subsided. I wish I could say the same about 
the feelings of terror in my family. 

I believe, I desperately want to believe the authorities are right 
when they say the hatemongers feel satisfied simply by making the 
threat. But what if some self-anointed Rambo in the ecoterror 
mindset acts upon the threat and attacks more than just my log- 
ging equipment? 

"What if and 'Tout" are the two words of terror in this discussion. 
They are small words, but they are powerful and palpable in my 
life. I am thousands of miles away from my home as we speak. I 
am the father of four children. It is my duty to protect them, and 
I will go to my grave wondering if I have made the right decision. 
Should I have let the terrorists win and gone quietly about the 
business of allowing them to nm roughshod over my civil liberties? 
It seems unthinkable, but I question the wisdom of standing be- 
hind my 6-year old daughter, weeping quietly as I took the advice 
of the authorities and taught her and her siblings how to shoot be- 
cause, in this Nation, that is how we are going to protect my first 
amendment rights to speak out. I am supposed to protect my chil- 
dren. Speaking out on the environment has exposed them to terror- 
ists. 

In a free country, those who perpetrate the acts that generate 
terror should be punishable by law. Please help make that possible. 
I ask today that you consider legislatively amending the Animal 
Enterprise Protection Act of 1993 to include natural resource work- 
ers in the industries of logging, fishing, raining, energy and ranch- 
ing. I will have more folks on this panel explain to you in better 
detail what that law means. What I ask you is to protect my rights 
as a citizen to speak up on the issues. Terrorism knows no right 
or left. It is the act of desperate people, and we have been sub- 
jected to it. It has got to stop. 

Thank you. 
Mr. HUTCHINSON. Thank you, Mr. Vincent. 
[The prepared statement of Mr. Vincent follows:] 

PREPARED STATEMENT OF BRUCE VINCENT, PRESIDENT, AIXIANCE FOR AMERICA 

Dear Committee Members, 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment to you on the issue of eco-terrorism. 
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My name is Bruce Vincent. I am from Libby, Montana, a small timber and mining 
town. I am currently the President of Alliance for America, an umbrella group for 
several hundred farming, ranching, mining, logging, fishing and private property 
grassroots groups throughout America. My day job is business maneiger for our 
small family company that is involved in the practical application of acadfemic forest 
management theory, Vincent Logging. 

For the past ten years I have been thoroughly involved in local, regional and na- 
tional attempts to make sense of the laws governing the management of the public 
forest resource that I live in, work in, play in and love. I volunteer as executive di- 
rector of Communities for a Great Northwest—a group that has, for ten years, pro- 
vided input on forest resource management in our area and has made a decade long 
commitment to good faith efforts at working in a productive relationship with the 
forest service. I help coordinate the Kooten£u Forest Congress—a local group of re- 
source managers, conservationists, and community leaders that has developed and 
is working hard at moving toward a vision of the future for our forest that mcludes 
healthy ecosystems and healthy social and economic systems. I am a ten year mem- 
ber of our Grizzly Bear Community Involvement Team—a broad based group that 
attempts to work with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service in recovering the grizzly 
bear in our ecosystem. 

I am from an area that does not expect easy solutions to our forest management 
problems—and is ready, willing, and able to work hard on the difficult choices we 
feel can and must be made if we are to achieve our vision. I am here today to share 
with you one of the tragic consequences of this involvement that is as painfiil as 
anything I have had to deal with in my life. 

I have been, my family has been, subjected to eco-terrorism. 
When I first started speaking out about my personal belief that the existing envi- 

ronmental legislative and regulatory regime was in need of reform I was completely 
unaware of the dark side of the debate I naively thought of as based upon simple 
disagreement of fact. At first, the consequences were fairly innocuous. I began re- 
ceiving letters and phone calls fix)m unknown individuals that were extremely upset 
with my views. 

The calls, at first, were nothing more than irrational ramblings of persons who 
would not give their names but with whom my views disagreed. A few unsigned let- 
ters with vicious statements of disapproval were sent that echoed the sentiments 
of the phone callers. No threats were made-just statements of disagreements with 
requests for me to "shut up." During the summer of 1989, however, the nature of 
the calls began to change. The dialogue of the perpetrators began to get more and 
more vicious and the disagreements emd request to have me "shut up began to be 
coupled with threats about "getting me" if I oidn't "shut up." 

In the summer of 1989 the threats became more than just "idle." While working 
on a job in the Kootenai National Forest our companies equipment was sabotagecT 
Dirt was put into the engine of one of our dozers, when the aozer engine failed my 
Father was, thankfully, operating the dozer on flat ground. Since the hydraulics on 
this particular 100,000 pound machine are directly connected to the engine and 
since the hydraulics make the brakes of this machine work, had the failure occurred 
on the steep ground my Father would have been the jockey of an out of control, 50 
ton, deadly, projectile. Further, the brake lines on one of our dump trucks were cut 
and the hydraulic lines on one of our excavators were cut. Since laborers worked 
under the excavator boom and the boom was controlled by its hydraulic system, we 
were fortunate to discover the imminent failure of the boom before anyone wag 
physically iixjured. During this same time period, other local logging contractors had 
equipment sabotaged but, unfortunately, no one was ever caught. 

While the approach to the equipment sabotage was exactly as outlined in Dave 
Foreman's Eartn First! book "Ecodefense: A Field Guide to Monkey Wrenching," the 
terrorists did not leave a calling card and slipped away. Although no one ever 
stepped forward to take credit for the actions against our company and other compa- 
nies attacked that summer, it is worth noting tnat the newsletter "Wild Rockies Re- 
view" issued a cedl to actions in the inland northwest two summers later. The adver- 
tisement for eco-terrorists included a drawing of a burning dozer situated on a map 
of northwestern Montana with the caption of "Bum That Dozer." Posted on cam- 
puses throughout the area, the advertisement's plea went to students looking for 
summer work and promised room and board for those wanting to spend the summer 
terrorizing resource workers and managers. 

Shortly after our equipment was sabotaged, the phone calls and the viciousness 
of those calls escalatea. I phoned the authorities ana asked for help. I was told that 
unless I could prove that I had been harmed, there was nothing that could be done. 

During this same period, a group of extremists in Missoula, Montana, developed 
a short skit in which I was portrayed as a hunter of animals along with then U.S. 
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Representative Ron Marlenee. At the end of the skit, as performed and videotaped 
on the steps of the federal building in Missoula, I was shot and killed to protect 
the animals. The fear that this caused within myself and my family was under- 
standable. 

In the fall of 1989 the CBS news magazine, "60 Minutes," called and asked if I 
would be available for an interview on eco-terrorism. I participated in the show and 
it aired in the spring of 1990. Shortly after the "60 Nfinutes show aired, the pro- 
ducer of the news magazine called to tell me that the CBS studio had received an 
inordinate number of phone calls from persons who were asking for the address of 
Earth First!. The producer was concerned that by airing the show CBS may have 
inadvertently focused unwanted attention on me and my family since the callers 
seemed to be happy to learn that there was £m avenue for expressing the hatred 
that they felt. The producer's warning proved prophetic. 

Soon, the threatening phone calls turned from focusing on harm to be done to my- 
self to harm to be done to my children. Callers threatened, in graphic detail, to do 
acts of sexual and physical torture to my children before killing them. I was told 
that I would be forced to watch. One caller played a recorded version of a song writ- 
ten about my children, another was a recording of children screaming in pain and 
terror for their mother to "help me, help me, help me." Finally, my local sheriff in- 
stalled phone traps on my phone Une-but because of the antiquated system of 
f>hones in our area, the trapping was not effective if the call originated outside the 
ata, or area, of our local phone company. No one was ever trapped or caught. 

With the aid of Senator Conrad Bums office, the FBI and state authorities were 
called in to the situation and again informed me that until something happened 
there was httle that they could do. It was suggested that I carry a concealed weapon 
and that I teach my wife and children how to handle and fire a gun. What type 
of investigation was attempted of those who could be a threat to me and my family 
was never made clear. I was alerted on occasions where it was thought that I should 
*!» careful" when giving speeches. For a "Cowboy/Logger Day Celebration" in Mis- 
soula, Montana, Rep. Marlenee and I were both told that there was reason to be 
concerned for our safety. Authorities in Sweet Home, Oregon, fitted me with a bullet 
proof vest for a speech in Oregon and my family was given protection on a tightly 
secured visit to the area. 

Lincoln County, Montana, and other local authorities and the schools worked out 
a system of removal of my children from schools or home to safe houses when a 
threat was made. Our home, located in a sparsely populated area twelve miles south 
of our small town, was given additional security by the local state patrolmen. We 
purchased a large dog. We put security systems on our home. We went for periods 
of time where our children were not aJlowed to answer the phone for fear of them 
getting a direct link to the lunacy. 

The impact of these acts upon my family have been marked. When the threats 
started ray four children were aged three through twelve. We held numerous family 
meetings to determine whether or not we should continue our involvement in the 
debate over our future. We sought and got family and pediatric therapy to deal with 
the stress. The decision of my family has been consistent—faced with either shut- 
ting up as requested or speaking out so loudly that we make a highly visible and 
therefore, hopefully, poor target—we chose to speak out. 

My family is not the only family in America feeling this terror. Although there 
are many who elect to "shut up" (and I will never judge or disagree with that deci- 
sion), there are some who are speaking. Cathi Peterson, a skidder operator in the 
Sierra Nevada has been a victim. Dean Bryant of Blue Ridge, Georgia, has had 
threats and equipment sabotage enter into his family business of logging. Candy 
Boak of Willow Creek, California, has given up her pro-timber activities for fear of 
her life and that of her family. John Campbell, a timber industry executive from 
Scotia, California, has had his home firebomoed. 

My family speaks openly and candidly with each other about our situation. We 
were assured by the authorities with experience that most terrorist threats were 
just that—threats—and that the odds of anyone actually carrying out one of the 
threats was minute. 

Thankfully, the calls and threats have subsided. I wish 1 could say the same 
about the feelings of terror in my family. I believe, I desperately want to believe, 
that the authorities are right and that the hate-mongers feel satisfied by making 
simple and idle threats. But, what if some self anointed rambo of the eco-terror 
mind-set acts upon a threat and attacks more than just my logging equipment. It 
is in this one small word—but—that the power of terrorism is real and palpable in 
my life. "But" and "what if are horrifying thoughts to have when you are hundreds 
or thousands of miles away fi-om home. 
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As the father of four children I will go to my grave wondering if I have made the 
right decisions. Should I have let the terrorists win and gone quietly about the busi- 
ness of letting them run roughshod over my civil liberties? That seems unthinkable 
. . . but I question the wisdom of standing behind my six year old daughter, weep- 
ing quietly as I took the advice of the authorities and taught her and her siblings 
how to shoot. I wonder if I have made the right decision in speaking at this hearing. 
I am supposed to protect my children and exercising my first amendment right, 
speaking out on the environment—has exposed them to terrorists. 

In a free country, those who perpetrate the acts that generate terror should be 
punishable by law. Please help make that possible. 

I ask you today to consider legislatively amending the Animal Enterprise Protec- 
tion Act of 1993 to include the natural resource workers and industries of logging, 
fishing, mining, energy and ranching. That Act federalized crimes of propertv dam- 
age over $10,000, and or resulting in any dismemberment or any death to a human 
being as a result of criminal syndicalism but is currently neirrower in the scope of 
protected sectors of our public than it should be. 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify. 

Mr. HuTCHlNSON. Ms. Peterson. 

STATEMENT OF CATHI PETERSON, FORMER FOREST SERVICE 
EMPLOYEE, NORTHERN CALIFORNIA 

Ms. PETERSON. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I 
would like to take this opportunity to thank you for affording me 
the opportvmity to come before you today. 

My name is Cathi Peterson, and I am a resident of Meadow Val- 
ley, California. I am employed in the logging industry as a skidder 
operator within the forest of the Northern Sierra Nevadas. 

In the 5 years I have worked as a logger, I have personally wit- 
nessed incidents of ecoterrorism and have become aware of other 
incidents perpetrated upon the local logging community. Prior to 
becoming a logger, I was an employee of the U.S. Forest Service in 
the State of Oregon, not California, where we were familiar with 
the ecoterrorist group known as Earth First!. We often discussed 
among ourselves how radical and dangerous this group is, due to 
their propensity for sanding logging equipment, cutting hydraulic 
and fuel lines, laying themselves across logging roads and spiking 
trees. 

These activities are not only harmful to the logging companies, 
as they must bear the cost of replacing sabotaged equipment, but 
to the men and women themselves who work in an already unfor- 
giving and inherently dangerous occupation. It only takes the stra- 
tegic placement of a monkey wrench or a pair of bolt cutters to for- 
ever change the life of a hard-working individual. It is not mere co- 
incidence that Earth First! founder Dave Foreman wrote his infa- 
mous Guide to Monkey-Wrenching using that particular title. 

The American Heritage dictionary defines terrorism as the inten- 
tional use of terror and intimidation to gain a political goal. The 
term ecoterrorism is defined as the intentional use of terror and in- 
timidation to gain an ecological goal-for example, a total ban on 
logging, mining, ranching, fishing, hunting, et cetera. 

I became a victim of ecoterrorism in 1994 when hydraulic lines 
were cut on a piece of logging equipment on a job I was on. Two 
years later, I was once again victimized by an ecoterrorist when a 
fuel line on my skidder was cut, partially cut through, allowing me 
to enter the forest and then experience an equipment failure which 
resulted in my skidder stalling on that steep slope. 
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Since that time, I have suffered mental anxiety and am con- 
stantly concerned for my personal safety. I arrive at the job site 
prepared to encounter sabotaged equipment and inspect the land- 
ing area much as a soldier would inspect a battlefield looking for 
mine fields. I look at every footprint and every tire track to see if 
they match those belonging to my crew. If they do not, I am then 
left to wonder whether or not they were made by a casual observer, 
curious about our equipment and activities, or were they made by 
an ecoterrorist with darker plans in mind. 

I personally inspect every nut and bolt holding the wheels onto 
my skidder and at fuel, hydraulic and brake reservoirs and lines 
specifically. Should an ecoterrorist want to cause injury, or worse, 
all he or she would have to do is loosen or cut any of the above 
items. 

As a victim of ecoterrorism, I would like to ask that you please 
consider the seriousness of these crimes against the men and the 
women who work within natural resources and extend to us the 
same rights and protections afforded to the rest of the American 
public by addressing this issue. You have taken the first steps to 
give myself and other resource workers the opportunity to work 
within a crime-fi-ee environment and the knowledge that the per- 
petrators will be pursued and punished for their actions. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to submit this addendum to my writ- 
ten testimony for the record. 

Mr. HuTCHiNSON. Without objection, it will be accepted in the 
record. 

Ms. PETERSON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The ecoterrorism incidents which I have experienced are only the 

tip of the iceberg. I am but one victim in a long-suffering line of 
countless, faceless victims who have suffered in silence far too long. 

Ecoterrorism victims such as myself have been made to fear as 
if the experiences we have shared as a collective group have iso- 
lated ourselves and our communities from the rest of America. This 
has led to the sharing of knowledge and experiences common to 
those of us who have been victimized by this crime. 

Although I have shared my experiences with other members of 
natural resource communities, until now I have been unable to tell 
my story to the public because of the misconception that these are 
isolated incidents. The truth is they are not. They are occurring 
regularly throughout rural America. For each of us testifying before 
you today, we are representative of thousands of others whom are 
unable to be here today to tell their stories. On their behalf, I 
would like to personally thank each and every one of you who are 
here today. 

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Thank you, Ms. Peterson. 
[The prepared statement of Ms. Peterson follows:] 

PREPARED STATEMENT OF CATHT PETERSON, FORMER FOREST SERVICE EMPLOYEE, 
NORTHERN CALIFORNIA 

Mr. Chairman, and Members of the Committee: I would hke to take this oppor- 
tunity to thank you for the opportunity to come before you today. 

My name is Cathi Peterson, and I am a resident of Meadow Vtdley, California. 
I am employed in the logging industry as a skidder operator within the forests of 
the Northern Sierra Nevada. 

In the five years I have worked as a logger, I have personally witnessed incidents 
of Eco-terrorism, Emd have become aware of other incidents perpetrated upon the 



20 

local logging community. Prior to becoming a logger, I was employed by the U.S. 
Forest Service, where we were familiar with the eco-terrorist group known as Earth 
First!, and often discussed amongst ourselves how radical and dangerous this group 
is, due to their propensity for sanding logging eauipment, cutting hydraulic and fuel 
lines, laying themselves across logging roads and spiking trees. 

These activities are not only harmful to the logging companies, as they must bear 
the costs of replacing sabotaged equipment, but to the men and women themselves 
who work in an already unforgiving and inherently dangerous occupation. It only 
takes the strategic placement of a monkey wrench or a pair of bolt cutters to forever 
change the life of a hard working individual. It is not mere coincidence Earth First! 
Foimder Dave Foreman wrote his infamous "Guide To Monkey-Wrenching" using 
that particular title. 

The American Heritage Dictionary defines terrorism as the intentional use of ter- 
ror and intimidation to gain a political goal. The term Eco-terrorism is defined as 
the intentional use of terror and intimidation to gain an ecological goEil; ie: a total 
ban on logging, mining, ranching, fishing, hunting, etc. 

I became a victim of Eco-terrorism in 1994, when hydraulic lines were cut on a 
piece of logging eouipment on the job I was on. Two years later, I was once again 
victimized by an Eco-terrorist when a fuel line on my skidder was partially cut 
through, allowing me to enter the forest, and then experience an equipment failure 
which resulted in my skidder stalling on a steep slope. 

Since that time I have suffered mental anxiety, and am constantly concerned for 
my personal safety. Each morning I arrive at the job-site prepared to encounter sab- 
otaged equipment, and inspect the landing area much as a soldier would inspect a 
battle-ground for a mine-field. I look at every footprint and tire track to see if they 
match those belonging to my crew. If they do not, 1 am then lefl to wonder whether 
or not they were made by a casual observer curious about our equipment and activi- 
ties; or were they made by an Eco-terrorist with darker plans in mind? 

I personally inspect every nut and bolt holding the wheels onto my skidder; and 
at the fuel, hydraulic and brake reservoirs and hnes specifically . . . Should an Eco- 
terrorist want to cause injury or worse, all he/she would have to do is loosen or cut 
any of the above items. 

As a victim of Eco-terrorism, I would like to ask that you please consider the seri- 
ousness of these crimes against the men and women who work within natural re- 
sources, and extend to us the same rights and protections afforded to the rest of 
the American public. By addressing this issue, you have taken the first steps to give 
myself and other resource workers the opportunity to work within a crime-free envi- 
ronment, £md the knowledge that the perpetrators will be pursued and punished for 
their actions. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Mr. HuTCHiNSON. Ms. Rodgers. 

STATEMENT OF JULIE RODGERS, DISTRICT OFFICE 
MANAGER, OFFICE OF HON. FRANK RIGGS, EUREKA, CA 

Ms. RODGERS. Thank you. Mr. Chairman, members of the com- 
mittee, I would like to tnank you for this opportunity to come be- 
fore you today. 

My name is Julie Rodgers. I am a District Office staff member 
of Representative Frank Riggs of the First Congressional District 
of California. 

I have been a resident of Humboldt County, California, for the 
past 19 years and have witnessed the growing controversy regard- 
ing timber and natural resource issues within my own and sur- 
rounding communities. Many mills have closed, close friends have 
lost their jobs, families have been split and torn apart. Fourth-and 
fiflh-generation loggers have had to leave the State in search of 
work. Incidents of domestic violence and child abuse have greatly 
increased. Communities' economies have been devastated, and com- 
munity resources have been depleted. 

The escalation of friction, frustration and violence has been exac- 
erbated in large part by repeated and prolonged invasions of our 
communities   by   extremists   or   radical   environmental   activist 
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groups, their growing aggression and blat£int disregard for private 
property rights or the law. 

Others will tell you specifics of their structure, agendas and 
funding sources. I am here to tell you what happened in the Eure- 
ka District Office of Representative Frank Riggs on October 16, 
1997. Unfortunately, this is but one example of the increasing inci- 
dence of unlawful, criminal and often violent activities many Amer- 
ican citizens have been experiencing for years. 

About 10 a.m. on October 16, 1997, I was in the reception area 
of our office in telephone conversation with a staffer in our D.C. of- 
fice. My coworker, Ronnie, was down the hall in her office. Two 
young adults entered our office and inquired if the Congressman 
was in. When I told them no, they stated they wanted to protest 
the proposed Headwaters Forest deal, so I took a constituent com- 
ment sheet fi-om the credenza, and I began to date it. 

Two men with their faces covered quickly entered the office, 
pushing a dolly or hand truck with a large hardwood tree stump 
and dumped it on the floor of our reception area. The crashing 
sound reverberated throughout the building, shaking walls and rat- 
tling windows. We were later told by people in the office building 
they thought a bomb had gone off, so significant was the noise. 
Four women followed closely behind the men with the stump and 
hooked themselves together around the tree trunk with four spe- 
cially manufactured metal sleeves, as Representative Riggs has al- 
ready shown you. 

My direct access to front door was blocked by the desk I was 
standing behind, and there was no way for me to bar their entry. 
At least two men wore what I perceived as ski masks. They were 
dressed in dark clothing and carried large lawn bags full of saw- 
dust, wood chips and shavings and twigs, which they proceeded to 
spread around the stump, the women now locked around the 
stump, and our reception area, including onto desks and equip- 
ment. 

Ronnie, having heard the stump crash to the ground came nm- 
ning down the hall. She later told me she thought a bomb had det- 
onated, and she expected to find me dead. The first images she fo- 
cused on in the reception area were the masked men. 

I told our D.C. staffer, who was still on the phone, to contact 
Capitol Police and ask them to inform our Chief of Staff. Ronnie 
engaged our audible jilarm. I next dialed 911. I wanted the police 
to know what was taking place in case something happened to us. 

I looked up from the phone, and my eyes focused on dark gloves. 
I looked to the man's face. It was covered. I stopped making eye 
contact with the intruders, and I feared for my own as well as 
Ronnie's safety. 

One of the men who had entered the office with this group 
videotaped the events and had, in fact, had the camera directly in 
my face. He moved over to Ronnie, but she was not facing him. He 
put a hand to her shoulder to adjust her so he could get a full face 
view of her into the lens. I started to move in her direction, because 
I didn't know what he meant to do with her. 

Someone said they needed to leave as the police would arrive 
soon. Those not hooked around the tree scattered. I noted Ronnie 
was then out of my sight, and that concerned me. 
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Two of the intruders who had gone out of the front door reen- 
tered and went out of the side door, attempting to get out by way 
of a locked gate. They chmbed up on the Electric Company meter 
boxes and went over a six-foot brick wall outside onto the sidewalk 
on the other side. The alarm was blaring, all of our phones were 
ringing, and the office was a mess. 

The next thing I remember, I was seeing blue uniforms. Police 
had arrived, and I could see them just outside our office in the 
building's lobby. I spotted Ronnie speaking with them and was re- 
lieved she was safe. My camera was in my car, and I went out to 
retrieve it. I thought I should document the damage for the Con- 
gressman, and I wanted to find out how many were out in the 
parking lot. 

I saw a local reporter from one of the news stations and about 
a dozen or so protesters. Shortly after my return, a police evidence 
technician arrived to take photos and video. I went down the hall 
to our District Director's office and as I called our Chief of StaflF, 
I looked out the window and counted about 30 more protesters 
walking toward our building^ Soon, there were over 60 in front of 
our office. I went into my office, and I called my husband as I did 
not want him to hear about this on the radio. Then I called my 
son's high school to ask them to divert him from coming to our of- 
fice after school, as is customary. 

These events happened very quickly. This was a well-orches- 
trated attack or invasion on our office. In a later deposition, one 
of the protesters arrested in our office stated she had been in on 
four separate meetings having to do with planning this action on 
our office. They knew exactly what they were doing, and they in- 
tended to intimidate and frighten us to gain control of our office. 
The situation was chaotic and fiightening. I had to keep telUng my- 
self to stay focused and remain calm throughout. 

Since that day, we have been vilified, followed and harassed. The 
van I was riding in while attempting to depart another event 
weeks later was surrounded with people beating on the van and 
shouting obscenities. At least one person called for the Congress- 
man's assassination. 

Mr. Chairman, members of this committee, this terrorism of 
American citizens must stop. We can no longer look the other way. 
These acts, while committed under the auspice of a noble environ- 
mental or political cause are still criminal acts £uid are perpetuated 
against specific targets to effect a desired result. These are hate 
crimes. Tney are increasing. They cost communities dearly, and the 
cost to the victims is incalculable. 

Thank you for your time. 
Mr. McCoLLUM. [Presiding.] Thank you, Ms. Rodgers. 
[The prepared statement of Ms. Rodgers follows:] 

PREPARED STATEMENT OF JULIE RODGERS, DISTRICT OFFICE MANAGER, OFFICE OF 
HON. FRANK RIGGS, EUREKA, CA 

Mr. Chairman, Members of the committee: Thank you for this opportunity to come 
before you today. 

My name is Julie Rodgers. I am a District Office staff member of Representative 
Frank Riggs of the First Congressional District of California. 

I have Deen a resident of Humboldt County, California for the past 19 years and 
have witnessed the growing controversy regarding timber and natural resource 
issues within my own and surrounding communities. Many mills have closed, close 
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friends have lost their jobs, families have split and been torn apart, fourth and fifth 
generation loggers have had to leave the state in search of work, incidents of domes- 
tic violence and child abuse have greatly increased, communities' economies have 
been devastated, and community resources have been depleted. 

The escalation of friction, frustration, and violence has been exacerbated in large 
part by repeated and prolonged invasions of our community by extremist or radical 
environmental activist groups, their growing aggression, and blatant disregard for 
private property rights or the law. Others will tell you specifics of their structure, 
agenda, and funding sources. I am here to tell you what happened in the Eureka 
District Office of Representative Riggs on October 16, 1997. Unfortimately, this is 
but one example of the increasing incidents of unlawful, criminal, and often violent 
activities many American citizens have been experiencing for years. With permis- 
sion, I will submit written testimony from my co-worker, Ronnie Pellegrini who is 
the mother of two very young daughters. 

At about 10:00 a.m. on October 16, 1997, I was in the reception area of our office 
in telephone conversation with a staffer in our D.C. office. My co-worker, Ronnie 
was down the hall in her office. 

Two young adults entered our office and inquired if the Congressman was in. 
When I told them no they stated they wanted to protest the proposed Headwaters 
Forest deal so I took a constituent comment sheet from the credenza and began to 
date it. 

Two men with their faces covered quickly entered the office pushing a dolly or 
hand truck with a large hardwood tree stump and dumped it on the floor of our 
reception area. The resulting crashing soimd reverberated throughout the building 
shaking walls and rattling windows. (We were later told by many of the people in 
the office building they had thought a bomb had gone oft, so significant was the 
noise.) 

Four women followed closely behind the men with the stump, tmd hooked them- 
selves together around the tree trunk with four specially manufactured metal 
sleeves. My direct access to the front door was blocked by the desk I was standing 
behind and there was no way for me to bar their entry. 

At least two men wore what I perceived as ski masks. They were dressed in dark 
clothing and carried large plastic lawn bags fvdl of saw dust, wood chips and 
shavings, and twigs which they proceeded to spread around the stump, the women 
now locked around the stump, and our reception area, including onto desks and 
equipment. 

Ronnie, having heard the stump crash to the ground, came running down the hall. 
She later told me that she thought a bomb had detonated and she expected to find 
me dead. The first images she focused on in the reception area were the masked 
men. 

I told o»ir D.C. staffer, who was still on the phone to contact Capitol Police and 
asked them to inform our Chief of Staff. Ronnie engaged our audible alarm. I next 
dialed 911. 1 wanted the police to know what was taking place in case something 
happened to us. I looked up from the phone and my eyes focused on dark gloves. 
I looked to the man's face. It was covered. I stopped making eye contact with the 
intruders and I feared for my own as well as Ronnie's personal safety. 

One of the men who had entered the office with this group videotaped the events 
and had in fact had the camera in my face. He moved over to Ronme but she was 
not facing him. He put a hand to her shoulder to adjust her so he could get a full 
face view of her into the lens. I started to move in her direction not knowing what 
he meant to do to her. 

Someone said they needed to leave as the police would arrive soon. Those not 
hooked around the tree scattered. 1 noted Ronnie was then out of my Une of sight 
and that concerned me. 

Two of the intruders who had gone out of the front door reentered and went out 
of the side door attempting to get out by way of a locked gate. They climbed up on 
the electric company meter boxes and went over the six foot brick wall to the side- 
walk on the other side. The alarm was blaring, all of our phones were ringing, the 
office was a mess. 

The next thing I remember was seeing blue uniforms. Police had arrived and I 
could see them just outside of our office in the building's lobby. I spotted Ronnie 
speaking with them and was relieved she was safe. 

My camera was in my car and I went out to retrieve it. I thought I should docu- 
ment the damage for the Congressman and I wanted to find out who and how many 
were out in the parking lot. I saw a local reporter for one of the news stations and 
about a dozen or so protesters. 

Shortly afler my return a Police evidence technician arrived to take photos and 
video. I went down the hall to our District Director's office and as I called our Chief 
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of Staff I looked out of the window and counted about 30 more protesters walking 
toward our building. Soon there were over 60 in front of our oflfice. 

I went into my office and called my husband as I didn't want him to hear about 
this on the radio. Then I called my son's high school to request they divert him from 
coming to the office after school. 

These events happened very quickly. This was a well orchestrated attack/invasion 
on our office. In a later deposition, one of the protesters arrested in our office stated 
she had been in on four separate meetings having to do with planning this action 
on our office. They knew exactly what they were doing and they intended to intimi- 
date and frighten us to gain control of our office. 'The situation was chaotic and 
frightening. I had to keep telling myself to stay focused and remain calm through 
this whole ordeal. 

Since that day we have been viUfied, followed, and harassed. The van I was riding 
in while attempting to depart another event weeks later was surrounded with peo- 
ple beating on the van, shouting obscenities. At least one person called for the Con- 
gressman's assassination. Mr. Chairman, members of the Committee, this terrorism 
of American citizens must stop. We can no longer look the other way. These acts 
while committed under the auspice of a noble environmental or political cause are 
still criminal acts and are peiyetrated against specific targets to affect a desired re- 
sult. These are hate crimes. Tney are increasing. They cost communities dearly and 
the cost to the victims is incalculable. Thank you for your time. 

Mr. McCOLLUM. Mr. Clausen, you are recognized. 

STATEMENT OF BARRY CLAUSEN, AUTHOR OF THE BOOK: 
WALKING ON THE EDGE—HOW I INPH^TRATED EARTH FmSTI 

Mr. CLAUSEN. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, I thank 
you for this opportunity to speak to you today. 

My name is Barry Clausen. I represent North American Re- 
search of Port Ludlow, Washington. For over 9 years, myself and 
others have monitored the actions of many extremist groups 
throughout the United States and several countries. 

In December 1989, as a licensed private investigator in the State 
of Montana, I was tired by timber workers and mining and ranch- 
ing interests to investigate acts of sabotage against their equip- 
ment and their industries. 

This particular investigation led to Earth First!. Earth First! is 
an organization which the FBI has labeled, "a militant environ- 
mental group. In 1990, with the knowledge of two Federal agencies, 
the FBI and the United States Forest Service, I infiltrated the 
group and spent the entire year as one of them. During that time, 
I discovered how militant and violent this group was. It still is. Mr. 
Chairman, this group advocates anarchy, revolution and terrorism 
to the youth of our country. Not only must this be addressed, this 
must stop. 

Since 1990, North American Research has worked with many or- 
ganizations nationwide to monitor the actions of Earth First!. We 
monitor their publications, the sabotage attributed to them, their 
ideologies, their supporters, their financial supporters as well as 
their connections and crossover to other groups. Some of those 
groups include the Earth Liberation Front, which has taken credit 
for several arson fires, some of those against government facihties; 
the Animal Liberation Front, ALF, who, according to an article in 
the February 18, 1998, edition of the Dallas Morning News, the 
FBI labeled as a terrorist organization. 

Starting in March 1997, radical extremists began using new tac- 
tics against public officials and law enforcement agencies in order 
to intimidate ofBcers, thwart the law and achieve their desired 
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goals. Even those working in the offices of elected officials have 
been harassed and terrorized by Earth First!, as you have heard. 

In 1997, Delyla Wilson, an Earth Firster from Bozeman, Mon- 
tana, was convicted in both State and Federal court of assault on 
Senator Bums, Secretary of Agriculture Dan Glickmsui and Mon- 
tana's Governor Mark Racioct after having thrown rotten bison en- 
trails on the men during a public meeting. 

In an attempt to hamstring law enforcement by removing some 
of their tools to force compliance with the laws, the Sheriff and 
deputies of Humboldt County in California and the Chief of Police 
in Eureka, California, are being sued by protesters. PoUce officers 
in Eugene, Oregon, are also being sued, as are the deputies in 
Okanogan County, Washington. The goals are to intimidate law en- 
forcement officers into reluctance to make arrests for fear of repris- 
als through additional lawsuits, to limit law enforcement's abilities 
to take those arrested into custody or take those arrested into cus- 
tody and deplete county court resources. 

"There are Federal law enforcement officers within Federal agen- 
cies known to myself who would have welcomed the opportunity to 
testify before this committee today regarding the violence and mag- 
nitude of crimes they have documented involving Earth First! and 
other radical environmental and animal rights groups. However, 
they are concerned about testifying for fear of reprisals by their su- 
pervisors and heads of their respective agencies should they testify 
and their identities become known. 

Actions by persons connected to these extremist groups have led 
to millions of dollars lost due to sabotage committed against in- 
creasing numbers of industries within our country. There have also 
been an as yet unknown number of death threats to American citi- 
zens and families, including myself, as well as actual incidents of 
attempted murder and murder itself. 

There have been numerous arson fires and bombings, including 
one the FBI labeled as, "the second worst terrorist attack against 
a government facility in the history of our country." 

These acts have not only been advocated in literature published 
by these groups but have also, in some cases, been committed. 
North American Research, in conjunction with other organizations, 
have documented over 1,400 acts of sabotage against industry, 
homes and American citizens, ranging from smashed windows to 
attempted murder and deaths, which understandably have im- 
pacted tens of thousands of lives. 

Rodney Adam Coronado, a member of the Animal Liberation 
Front who has acknowledged publicly his connection to Earth First! 
and other extremist groups, was arrested and convicted in 1995 for 
a 1992 arson fire at Michigan State University. He was quoted on 
the front page of the February 15, 1998, edition of the Dallas Morn- 
ing News when he stated, "I see a trend toward actions that do 
more destruction." 

As an American citizen and a 6-year military veteran who be- 
lieves in our coimtry, our freedoms and our rights, I would like to 
ask this committee to please listen, please consider what you hear 
today and please act to preserve those freedoms and rights. 

Mr. Chairman, as part of my testimony, I would like to submit 
this report that we have done for the record. 
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Mr. McCoLLUM. Without objection, it is so admitted. 
Thank you very much, Mr. Clausen. 
[The prepared statement of Mr. Clausen follows:] 

PREPARED STATEMENT OF BARRY CLAUSEN, AUTHOR OF THE BOOK: WALKING ON THE 
EDGE—How I INFILTRATED EARTH FIRST! 

Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, I thank you for this opportunity to 
speak to you today. 

My name is Barry Clausen, I represent North American Research of PortLudlow, 
Washington. For over nine years myself and others have monitored the actions of 
many extremist groups throughout the United States and several countries. 

In December of 1989, as a licensed private investigator in the state of Montana. 
I was hired by timber workers, mining and ranching interests to investigate acts 
of sabotage against their industries. 

This particular investigation led to Earth First!. Earth First! is an organization 
which the FBI has labeled "A militant environmental group." In 1990, with the 
knowledge of two federal agencies, the FBI and the United States Forest Service, 
I infiltrated the group and spent the entire year as one of them. During that time 
I discovered how militant and violent this group was. It still is. Mr. Chairman, this 
group advocates anarchy, revolution and terrorism to the youth of our country. Not 
only must this be addressed, this must stop. 

Since 1990 North American Research has worked with many organizations nation 
wide to monitor the actions of Earth First!. We monitor their publications, the sabo- 
tage attributed to them, their ideologies, their supporters, their financial supporters 
as well as their connections and crossover to other groups. Some of those groups in- 
clude the Earth Liberation Front, which has taken credit for several arson fires 
(some against government facilities), the Animal Liberation Front (ALF), who, ac- 
cording to son article in the February 18, 1998 edition of the Dallas Morning News 
the FBI labeled ALF as a terrorist organization. 

Starting in March of 1997 radical extremists began using new tactics against pub- 
lic officials and law enforcement agencies in order to intimidate officers, thwart the 
law, and achieve their desired goals. Even those working in the offices of elected 
officials have been harassed and terrorized by Earth First! as you have heard. In 
1997 Delyla Wilson, an Earth Firster from Bozeman, Montana was convicted in both 
State and Federal court of assault on Senator Bums, Secretary of Agriculture Dan 
Glickman and Montana's Governor Mark Racioct after having thrown bison entrails 
on the men during a public meeting. 

In an attempt to hamstring law enforcement by removing some of their tools to 
force compliance with the laws, the Sheriff and deputies of Humboldt Coiinty in 
California and the Chief of Police in Eureka, California are being sued by protestors. 
Police officers in Eugene, Oregon are also being sued as are deputy sheriffs in 
Okanogan County, Washington. The goals are to intimidate law enforcement offi- 
cials into reluctance to ma^e arrests for fear of reprisals through additional law- 
suits, to limit law enforcement's ability to take those arrested into custody, and de- 
plete county court resources. 

There are federal law enforcement officers within federal agencies known to my- 
self who would have welcomed the opportunity to testify before this committee today 
regarding the violence and magnitude of the crimes they have documented involving 
Earth First! and other radical environmental and Animal Rights activist groups. 
However, they are concerned about testifying for fear of reprisals by their super- 
visors and heads of their respective agencies should they testify and their identities 
become known. 

Actions by persons connected to these extremist groups have led to millions of dol- 
lars lost due to sabotage committed against an increasing number of industries 
within our country. There have also been an as of yet unknown number of death 
threats to American citizens and families, including myself as well as actual inci- 
dents of attempted murder and murder itself. There nave been numerous arson fires 
and bombings, including one the FBI labeled as "The second worst terrorist attack 
against a government facility in the history of our country." These acts have not 
only been advocated in the literature published by these groups, but have also in 
some cases been committed. North American Research, in conjunction with other or- 
ganizations have documented over 1400 acts of sabotage against industry, homes 
and American citizens ranging from smashed windows to attempted murder and 
deaths, which have understandably impacted tens of thousands of likes. 

Rodney Adam Coronado, a member of the Animal Liberation Front who has ac- 
knowledged publicly his connection to Earth First!, and other extremist groups, was 
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arrested and convicted in 1995 for a 1992 arson fire at Michigan State University. 
He was auoted on the fi^nt page of the February 15, 1998 addition of the Dallas 
Morning News, "I see a trend toward actions that do more destruction." 

As an American citizen and a six year military veteran who believes in our coun- 
try, our freedoms and our rights, I would Uke to ask this committee to please listen, 
please consider what you hear today and please act to preserve those n^edoms and 
rights. 

Mr. McCoLLUM. We thank you very much for being with us. 
We have been joined by Mr. Arnold. The rest of the peuiel has 

given their testimony. Your full testimony will be admitted to the 
record without objection, and I hear none, and you may summarize 
your testimony. We are glad you are here, sir. 

STATEMENT OF RON ARNOLD, AUTHOR OF THE BOOK: 
ECOTERROR^THE VIOLENT AGENDA TO SAVE NATURE 

Mr. ARNOLD. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, my name is Ron Ar- 

nold. I am testifying as the Executive Vice President of the Center 
for the Defense of Free Enterprise, a nonprofit citizen organization 
based in Bellevue, Washington. The Center has approximately 
10,000 members nationwide, most of them in rural, natural re- 
source industries. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to thsuik you on behalf of our mem- 
bers for holding this hearing today. It is long overdue. 

For the past 5 years, our members have routinely contacted our 
headquarters to report crimes committed against them of a type we 
have come to call ecoterrorism, that is, a crime committed to save 
nature. These crimes generally take the form of equipment vandal- 
ism but may include package bombs, blockades using physical force 
to obstruct workers from going where they have a right to go, and 
invasions of private or government offices to commit the crime of 
civil disobedience. So you can see, Mr. Chjiirman, the range of 
ecoterror crimes spans the most violent felonies of attempted mur- 
der to misdemeanor offenses, such as criminal trespass, but they 
are all crimes. I am not here to discuss noncriminal actions that 
do not result in arrests and convictions. 

My organization's membership is nationwide. There is no region 
in the United States where I have not received complaints from 
members about being victimized by ecoterrorists. It is a broad and 
pervasive crime that is seriously under-reported because the vic- 
tims are terrorized smd fear reprisals, copycat crimes or, in the 
case of corporations, loss of customer confidence and resulting 
drops in share prices. 

I am the autnor of a book on the subject of this hearing entitled 
EcoTerror; and, in researching that book, I have investigated and 
reported on organized vandalism, called by environmentalists, 
monkeywrenching, which means sabotage agsiinst goods, producers 
and their equipment in order to save nature. 

Now ecoterrorism has been studied by social scientists with illu- 
minating results. In particular, the tactics of the group known as 
Earth First! have been described in the Academy of Management 
Journal in a study titled Acquiring Organizational Legitimacy 
through Illegitimate Actions. I request that pages 699 and 715 
through 717 of the study be made a part of the record, which I pro- 
vided for the purpose. 
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Mr. McCoLLUM. Without objection, so ordered. 
Mr. ARNOLD. Thank you. 
[The information referred to follows:] 
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* Aearianjr tf Hannfitnwl fvurnd 

ACQUIRING ORGANIZATIONAL LEGITIMACY 
THROUGH nXEGITIMATE ACTIONS: A 
MARRIAGE OF INSTITUTIONAL AND 

IMPRESSION MANAGEMENT THEORIES 

iOMBERLY D. ELSBACH 
ROBERT I. SUTTON 
SUnford University 

TU* article link* iastihittoaal aad Iwprtwlin Bamafanaol panpco 
Uvw in a proccn moAA of how Goatawranial aad paadbiy oolawful 
•cUans of Bemban of organixatiaas MB bad to aBdonaBMnt and top- 
port bt>iB Vtj constitiHnclea. This Bodel la groOBded is inlarviavr, 
archiTal, and obaamrtiaaal data miMinlwg aigkt fflagHiiiule actiona 
attribttled to UKuibara af two aodal muiaiainl orsaalsationa. We (boad 
thai institutioaal ooofMnitjr aad dacoopUat iU*|itiB*ta acthriiiw ilt«m 
legitimate ttiaUuiia CKiliiated •pnlraapaiaaMa' affarts to naa impraa- 
aion raanagemeat ladici tliat diUlad attenMaa away fmn ibm oootio- 
vanial actions aad toward tbe aodaliy daaliable foob endotacd by 
broader coostiluaadea. As a raaalt tfaaao aggialiaHts OMd pabUdly 
generatad bf lilegitnoate actiaos to ofatato aadanaaaant aad support 
froiB ibeae coaaHtaeades. We dlaoui tha lapllcaliaa* afOt Bodol for 
other idnds of otgaaJraHoas aad dariro hstiMa pnyoaltioos. We also 
consider Impllratiaas for Instilattoaal aad 

Qtsanizations that sedc to be recognized by a wride set of groups and 
individuals that will provide endorsement and support sometimes encoun- 
ter a vexing predicament If those organizations adhere closely to societal 
norms, they are unlikely to repel outside groups and individuals that can 
provide endorsement and support Yet, because conformity produces organ- 
izations that are not distinct bom most others, such organizations may not be 
noticed by crucial outsiders. Conversely, if such organizations openly vio- 
late societal norms, they are more likely to be noticed, but outsiders are 
unlikely to provide endorsement and support to organizations that defy 

We wish to thanli Thomas ITAiuuio, Blalce Ashfath. Jan Kaas Elsbach. 0. Charias Gahmic. 
Uada GlBzel. Tbomis |. Kcwilk:. Douglas McAdam, Joha Majrar, ICsith Mumigban. Waiter 
Powell. Mark Snydei, Andiew Van d« Vso. Scott WUdar. and Mayer Zald for helping us to 
devalop tfaa ideas in ttiis work. We sie aspodally (^atalul to W. Richard Soott and the memben 
of his doctoral immlTisr for providing tooia painhil bat oaeful"'"•—^' on an earlier version 
of this article. We also wish to tbank tfaa Stanford Canlar for O^nizations Resaaicb and 
Stanford Unlvenity's Office of Tedmotop linwwlng Rasaaidi laoeniiva Fund for supporting 
Ihlsstndjr. 
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gotiations with the producers of "Midnight Caller" before resorting to man 
confrontational tactics.* Similarly, Earth First! publications advocated car- 
rying out tree-spiking in a standardized manner tliat protected loggers from 
physical harm. All spiked trees were to be dearly marked and timber com- 
panies were to be notified of areas that had been spiked. This procednrai 
conformity led an informant to comment about the spike that injured a 
timber worker 

I don't tlilnk Earth Flist! ii responsible for that ipike. That spike 
wasnt a typiad Euth Fiistl sort of spiking. The people in Earth 
Pint! who spike tend to do it in the way that Dave Foreman said 
to do it in Eco-defense, maiking tlie tree and notifying all tlio 
proper autlioTities. 

Third, personnel conformity entails filling roles with members that have 
qualifications, education, and certification that are isomorphic with the in- 
stitutional environment. For ACT UP and Earth First!, such credible person- 
nel included expert members—wildlife experts. AIDS experts, lobbyists— 
who bolstered organizational legitimacy by providing informed opinions 
about AIDS or environmental issues. As a result, when outsiders Interacted 
with the organization, they spoke with meml^ers who were credible experts. 

These three kinds of institutional conformity protected ACT UP and 
Earth Flrsti's legitimacy because they signaled that the organizations were 
prudent and rational. Moreover, as explained later, such conformity indi- 
rectly influenced legitimacy by implying that organizational spokespersons 
were prudent aiui rational, increasing the credibility of their impression 
management tactics. Thus, spokespersons often hlgjili^ted histitutianal 
conformity in their accounts of illegitimate actions. 

Decoupling strategiet. Althou^ institutional conformity in structures 
and procedures signaled that ACT UP and Earth First! were rational and 
credible, it would have been difficult for these organizations to gain legiti- 
macy with a sufficiently broad segment of society to ensure survival H they 
had been linked too strongly to members' iUegitimate actions. To deal with 
this problem, organization spokespersons decoupled legitimate stnictnres 
and procedures from members' illegitimate actions. In this way, the legiti- 
mate structures could exist without interfering with members' controversial 
activities. As Meyer and Rowan noted. "Decoupling enables organizations to 
maintain standardized, legitimating, formal structures while their activities 
vary in response to practical considerations" (1977: 357). 

The ability of these organizations to decouple illegitimate actions from 

' Euth FlistI did not usually tatn' to legitlmita ictlons prior to cttrjring eat iUegiliauls 
actions bnnnw • primary )ustlflcstton for their icdooi wu that othtr enviroomeDtal gnops 
had been using Ultimata actions far yasn wiliKnil suoog**. Thus, tbay uguad that lagitinata 
pradecassors to their actions had already been carried out by other groups. 
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legitimate structures and still maintain their identities as organizations was 
due partly to the loose coupling within and between the local chapters. 
Weick (1976) defined loosely coupled systems as those in which component 
entities are responsive to each other but do not hold any important variables 
in common and are able to maintain their own identities. Both ACT UP and 
Earth Pint! appeared to fit this definition. Individual chapters of both organ- 
izations could take stands that the other chapters or organization leaders did 
not support. In addition, witliin local chapters, special interest groups ex- 
isted, concerned, for instance, with women's issues, animal rights issues, or 
people of color issues, that dictated their own agendas and tactics and re- 
quired no endorsement trom the larger organizations. As a result, loose cou- 
pling was an enduring stmctural feature that made the periodic decoupling 
of members' actions from these organizations easier to accomplish and ex- 
plain. 

Members of both ACT UP and Earth First! decoupled illegitimate ac- 
tions from formal organizational structures by performing these actions as 
anonymous'individuals or as part oi "affinity groups," or temporary, inde- 
pendent groups of individuals, that operated under names other than ACT 
UP or Earth First! Five of the eight illegitimate actions we examined were 
carried out by individuals or affinity groups. Other actions were decoupled 
by claims that individual chapters had carried them out without national 
endorsement In one instance, a group of ACT UP members, along with other 
AIDS activists, formed an affinity group called Stop AIDS Now or Else 
(SANOE) to shut down the Golden Gate Bridge. This arrangement allowed 
them to cany out illegitimate actions without directly linking them to ACT 
UP. As one informant put it, 

A group lUie ACT UP that has public meetings couldn't plan 
something lUca that. There was no other way to do it but to lona 
a whole Cerent group. That way, the whole group (te.. ACT 
UP) can say that, if an affinity group did it. that group is respon- 

A published report also indicated that: 

SANOE racniitt by invitation only, and raq\iiret the total trust 
and sacracy of iu members Each SANOE action is per- 
fonned by an independent chapter, although the same people, 
coinddentally anou^, seem to appear. The chapter usually dis- 
bands sfter iU titled action (Whiting. IMO: B3). 

Other actions oairied out by specialized subgroups included the Louis 
Sullivan disruption, the alleged n.uclear plant sabotage, and some actions 
during the Redwood Summer protests. Tree-spiking was usually carried out 
by individuals. One informant asserted that individuals did most monkey- 
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wrenching without notifying the organization, and that Earth Firstiers 
wanted it that way.' 

Spokespersons often highlighted such decoupling in their efforts to pro- 
tect their organization's image. Earth Fiist! founder Dave Foreman defended 
his oiganization by claiming that Earth First! was not responsible for the 
tree-spiking incident. He asserted: 

Pm sure tlwt individual Earth Firstiers have spiked tx«et in Cal- 
ifomia, but they have been doing it as indivlduait. not as an 
otganizad group (Quunpioa. 1987: 1). 

Foreman went on to justify the event: 

It's unfoittutate Uiis worker was ii^uied... but the real destnic- 
tion and injury is being perpetnted by LouisiaiiB-Fadflc and 
the Forest Service in liquidating old growth forests (Champion. 
1987:1). 

These examples suggest that, in addition to separating a formal organ- 
ization from members' illegitimate actions, decoupling sets the stage for 
spokespersons to use impression management techniques, such as defenses 
of innocence and justincations, that attenuate the negative meaning of the 
actions. The siiccess of these impression management tactics may reflect, in 
part, the success of institutional conformity and decoupling in improving 
the credibility of the organization and in distancing it from illegitimate 
events. We describe these tactics in detail next 

Step 3: Spokespersons Use Defenses of Innocence and Jnstificatioitt 

As Figure 1 indicates, after the media contacted Earth First! or ACT UP 
about an illegitimate event, spokespersons provided interpretations portray- 
ing the event and organization in a positive light These interpretations are 
impression management tactics (Schlenker, 1980; Tedeschi & Reiss, 1981). 
defined as efforts to attenuate the negative meaning and accentuate the pos- 
itive meaning of events linked to an actor. Actors facing predicaments use 
these tactics in "situations in which events have undesirable implications 
for the identity-relevant images actors have claimed or desire to claim in 
front of real or imagined audiences" (Schlenker, 1980:125). 

The eight actions examined here created predicaments for ACT UP and 
Earth First! These threats to organizational reputation included the public 

* Moraovar, Earth FintI spokaipanaiu alto uaad a tactic cloaaly ralatad to daooupUng to 
avoid callectivv rasponsibUity for individual actioot. Even tbov«h. as we documeoted dbo««. 
Eaidi Ffatt! had aunMiotis oTBanizalional tnppln|(. tpofca«pertoni loutiiiely claimod that ba- 
cania Earth Flntl waa a movvmant ratbar than an wganisatioii. it bad no nxmban and tbu 
cauldnH be held responcible for tba actioti* of any individuals. Tbos. lalher than Just cUimlnc 
that the paitkaUar action was deoouplad from tha ocsaalxatlon. spokatpacsoas claioad that DO 
actioDs could be linked to the orfaidzation because it dldnt exist. 
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Mr. ARNOLD. NOW I have interviewed the lead author of this 
study to verify its contents. Kimberly Elsbach told me the data she 
lased were gathered directly from Earth Firsters who allowed her 
to witness or report criminal acts on the condition she destroy her 
notes as soon as her scholarship no longer required them; and 
those notes have been destroyed, according to her. 

One of the most pertinent tactics that she discovered was called 
decoupling, which has law enforcement implications. It is a set of 
techniques denying the crime while deploring the conditions that 
caused the perpetrators to become so frustrated they had to commit 
the crime. Thus, decoupling throws blame onto the victim while it 
denies guilt. However, law enforcement officers have concluded 
that, in fact, Earth Firsters were the perpetrators, a conclusion 
drawn as a result of several arrests and convictions in which the 
defendant admitted connection to Earth First!. 

As Earth First! in recent years has tried to msdnstream itself, 
ecoterror crimes have become more destructive to their wishes for 
a good public image. Therefore, the late Judi Bari, an Earth First! 
leader, recently deceased, wrote an article in the Earth First! Jour- 
nal recommending that a decoupling group call itself Esuth Libera- 
tion Front in order to create deniability for Earth Firster crimes. 
I document this in my book, EcoTerror on Page 270, and I request 
that be entered into the record of the hearing for which I have pro- 
vided a copy. 

Mr. McCoLLUM. Without objection. 
[The information referred to follows:] 

FEBRUARY, 1994 
EUGENE, OREGON 

JUDI BARI WROTE AN ARTICLE TITLED "MONKEYWRENCHING" for the Earth First 
Journal. It was a recommendation that Earth First perform the classic decoupling 
maneuver separating their above-ground group ftx)m under ground groups for the 
sake of gaining legitimacy. Monkeywrenching, she said, had helped to "isolate and 
discredit our movement, and drive away some of our best activists," While strongly 
emphasizing that "Direct action does not just mean demonstrations. It means action 
at the point of production, designed to stop or slow production," Bari warned that 
"mixing civil disobedience and monkeywrenching is suicidal." She was saying that 
she clearly knew that Earth First had been monkeywrenching. 

England Earth First! has been taking some necessair steps to separate above 
ground and clandestine activities. Earth First!, the public group, has a non-vio- 
lence code and does civil disobedience blockades. Monkeywrenching is done by 
Earth Liberation Front (ELF). Although Earth First! may sympathize with the 
activities of ELF, they do not engage in them. 

If we are serious about our movement in the US, we will do the same. Earth 
First! is already an above ground group. We have above-groimd publications, 
Sublic events, and a yearly Rendezvous with open attendance. Civil disobe- 

ience and sabotage are both powerfiil tactics in our movement. For the sur- 
vival of both, it's time to leave tne night work to the elves in the woods. 

APRIL 22, 1996 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAUFQRNIA 

MEMBERS OF THE SIERRA CLUB VOTED to support the end of commercial logging 
in nationed forests. The initiative measure was forced onto the Club ballot by dis- 
sidents calling themselves the John Muir Sierrans, including Chad Hanson of Eu- 
gene, Oregon, and carried by a 2 to 1 margin of those who voted. 

In the spring of 1995, Dave Foreman and David Brower had been elected to the 
Board of Directors of the Sierra Club. To the surprise of most Sierra Clubbers, 
Dave Foreman opposed the logging ban initiative. 
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1995-1996 
NORTH AMERICA 

ANIMAL RIGHTS VANDALS INCREASED THEIR ACTIVITY on several fronts. Their at- 
tacks on restaurants Eund fast food outlets increased, penetrating security and dam- 
aging McDonalds; and Burger King facilities so extensively the corporate manage- 
ments will not allow personnel to discuss it. The Ani mal Liberation FVont website, 
Diary of Actions, 1996, included this sample of restaurant and food store attacks: 

3/15/96—SYRACUSE, NY; HICKORY HOUSE BBQ'S STORE FRONT WAS PAINT BOMBED, 
5 PICTURE WINDOWS SMASHED, ALL SIDES OF THE BUILDING WERE COVERED IN 
A.L.F. SLOGANS, ALL LOCKS FILLED WITH . . . 

ARNOLD. In fact, Earth Liberation Front has subsequently be- 
come a well-known entity to law enforcement. Furthermore, Mr. 
Chairman, the Earth Liberation Front and the Animal Liberation 
Front signed a joint communique stating their solidarity and their 
blending. 

I have been able to determine that certain criminal Earth 
Firsters, Earth Liberation Front members and Animal Liberation 
Front members are, in fact, the same people. Examples are David 
Barbarash and Darren Thurston, convicted felons now under in- 
dictment in Canada for attempted murder by pipe bombs, who at 
one time acknowledged themselves as Earth Firsters. 

I am stating that there is no difference between ecoterrorism and 
anim£il rights terrorism, and there evidently has been some dispute 
about that difference. The perpetrators are, in large part, the same 
people; and the solidarity of action between them is openly de- 
clared. 

Now these crimes to save nature are very difficult to solve for 
law enforcement. The solution, I believe, is to extend Federal pro- 
tection to loggers, miners, fishermen, farmers, ranchers and others 
who are the most frequent targets of ecoterror attack. A simple 
way to accomplish that would be to add those classes of people to 
the Ust of persons protected by the existing Animal Enterprise Pro- 
tection Act of 1993. Now that law Federalized crimes of property 
damage over $10,000 or that resulted in dismemberment or death 
to a human being as a result of attacks on animal enterprises. 

A simple amendment would create the Resource Enterprise Pro- 
tection Amendment of 1998 by adding to the Ust of protected per- 
sons loggers, miners, fishermen, farmers, trappers, ranchers, food 
outlets, processors and all resource enterprises subject to ecoterror 
crimes. This law also needs a citizen attorneys general clause to 
allow harmed parties to seek relief in Federal court, and it needs 
a periodic report to Congress. 

The existing Animal Enterprise Protection Act also needs to be 
reviewed because its enforcement has proven to be lax and vir- 
tually ineffectual. Congressional oversight of its enforcement is 
badly needed. 

I feel that this modest proposal would meet with congressional 
approval and would go far to protecting the interests of all natural 
resource producers in America. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, again, for holding this hearing. 
Mr. McCoLLUM. Thank you very much, Mr. Arnold. 
[The prepared statement of Mr. Arnold follows:] 
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PREPARED STATEMENT OF RON ARNOLD, AUTHOR OF THE BOOK: ECOTERROR—THE 
VIOLENT AGENDA TO SAVE NATURE 

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee, ray name is Ron Arnold. I am tes- 
tifying as the executive vice president of the Center for the Defense of Free Enter- 
prise, a nonprofit citizen organization based in Bellevue, Washington. The Center 
has approximately 10,000 members nationwide, most of them in nu-al natural re- 
source mdustries. 

Mr. Chairman, the Center does not accept government grants and is in full com- 
pUance with House Rule XI, clause 2(g). Mr. Chairman, I would like to thank you 
on behalf of our members for holding tnis hearing todav. It is long overdue. For the 
past five years our members have routinely contacted our headquarters to report 
crimes committed against them of a type we have come to call ecoterrorism, that 
is, a crime committed to save nature. Tiiese crimes generally take the form of equip- 
ment vandalism, but may include package bombs, blockades using physical force to 
obstruct workers fi^m going where they nave a right to go, and invasions of private 
or government offices to commit the crime of civil disobedience. So you can see, Mr. 
Chairman, the range of ecoterror crimes ranges from the most violent felonies of at- 
tempted murder to misdemeanor offenses such as criminal trespass. But they are 
all crimes. I am not here to discuss noncriminal actions that do not result in arrests 
and convictions. 

My organization's membership is nationwide. There is no region of the United 
States where I have not received complaints from members about being victimized 
by ecoterrorists. It is a broad jmd pervasive crime that is seriously imder-reported 
because the victims are terrorized and fear reprisals, copycat crimes, or in the case 
of corporations, loss of customer confidence ana resulting drops in share prices. 

I am the author of a book on the subject of this hearing, titled, EcoTerror. In this 
book I have reported the tactics of organized vandalism called by environmentalists 
"monkeywrencning," which means sabotage against goods producers and their 
equipment in order to save nature. Ecoterrorism has oeen studied by social sci- 
entists with illuminating results. In particular, the tactics of the group known as 
Earth First! have been described in the Academy of Management Journal in a study 
titled Acquired Organizational Legitimacy Through Illegitimate Actions. I request 
that pages 699, 715, 716, and 717 of this study be made apart of the record. 

I interviewed the lead author of this study to verify its contents. Kimberlv 
Elsbach told me that the data were gathered directly from Earth Firsters who al- 
lowed her to witness criminal acts on condition that she destroy her notes as soon 
as her scholarship no longer needed them. One of the most pertinent tactics she dis- 
covered was called "decouphng," which is a set of techniques denying the crime 
while deploring the conditions that caused the perpetrators to become so fhistrated 
they committed the crime. Thus decoupling throws blame for the crime on the vic- 
tim while it denies guilt. However, law enforcement officers have concluded that in 
fact Earth Firsters were the perpetrators, a conclusion drawn as a result of several 
arrests and convictions in which the defendant admitted connection to Earth First. 

As Earth First in recent years has tried to mainstream itself, ecoterror crimes 
have become more destructive to their wishes for a good public image. Therefore, 
Judi Bari, an Earth First leader, wrote an article in the Earth First Journal rec- 
ommending that a decoupliiig group call itself Earth Liberation Front in order to 
create deniability for Earth Firsters crimes. I document this in my book EcoTerror 
on page 270, which I respectfully request be made part of the record. In fact, the 
Earth Liberation Front has subsequently become a well-known entity to law en- 
forcement. Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, the Earth Liberation Front and the Animal 
Liberation Front signed a joint communique stating their solidarity and blending. 
I have been able to determine that certain criminal Earth Firsters, Earth Liberation 
Front members and the Animal Liberation Front members are the same people. Ex- 
amples are David Barbarash and Darren Thurston, convicted felons now under in- 
dictment in Canada for attempted murder by pipe bombs, were at one time Earth 
Firsters. I am stating that there is no difference between ecoterrorism and animal 
rights terrorism. The perpetrators are in large part the stime, and the solidarity of 
action is openly declared. 

These crimes to save nature are difficult to solve for law enforcement. The solu- 
tion is to extend federal protection to loggers, miners, fishermen, farmers and ranch- 
ers, and others who are the most frequent targets of ecoterrorist attack. A simple 
way to accomplish that would be to add those classes of people to the list of persons 
protected by the Animal Enterprise Protection Act of 1993. That law federalized 
crimes of property damage over $10,000 or that resulted in dismemberment or death 
to a human being as a result of attacks on animal enterprises. A simple amendment 
would create the Resource Enterprise Protection Amendment of 1998 by adding to 
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the list of protected persons loggers, miners, fishermen, farmers, trappers, ranchers, 
food outlets and processors and all resource enterprises subject to ecoterror crimes. 
This law also needs a citizen attorneys general clause to allow harmed parties to 
seek relief in federal court, and it needs a periodic report to Congress. The existing 
Animal Enterprise Protection Act also needs to be reviewed because its enforcement 
has proven to be lax and virtually ineffectual. Congressional oversight of its enforce- 
ment is badly needed. 

I feel that this modest proposal wovdd meet with congressional approval and 
would go far to protecting the interests of all natural resource producersin America. 

Thank you again, Mr. Chairman, for holding this hearing. 

Mr. McCOLLUM. Thank you, all of you, who traveled quite some 
distance to be here today. It is an important hearing, and eveiy- 
thing you testified to needs to be put forward to the American pub- 
lic and in the record. 

I will recognize myself for 5 minutes of questioning, and we will 
go onto others who wish to ask questions. 

Mr. Vincent, I would like to comment, while I wasn't able to be 
present during your actual testimony due to a commitment in the 
Rules Committee, I did read it, and I am aware of some of the 
things that happened and some of the threats that occurred that 
you talked to us about today. I would comment to you that some 
of the things would clearly be assaults and crimes that you have 
described; and in the case of those phone calls that were threaten- 
ing your children and you, it would seem to me that there was an 
intentional infliction of mental distress, which is a tort in most 
States today, and one of the worst kinds of torts. So it is very dif- 
ficult for me to imagine sinyone who would find these folks particu- 
larly innocent in this. 

Is this the Earth First! group, do you think, that was doing this 
to you or do you have any idea? 

Mr. VINCENT. As I stated in the testimony, they don't leave a 
calling card when they do these things. What I do know, and the 
reason I participated in the 60 Minutes show on this subject, is 
that they print the material that causes the atmosphere for this to 
happen against people and families like mine. 

Mr. McCoLLUM. So whether or not it was they who did it di- 
rectly, you feel there is a responsibility on the part of them as the 
leading proponent of this t)T)e of activity and that they should be 
held accountable accordingly, is that essentially correct? 

Mr. VINCENT. Absolutely. And it happened in the days when the 
Internet was not like it is now. The atmosphere that was created 
by the books and the journals and their speaking and the protests 
and the material they handed out to people who may be easily in- 
fluenced in a direction were different when this started in 1988 
against my family than they are now. Many homes are now 
equipped with the Internet and can bring the information directly 
into the bedrooms of 14-, 15-, 16-year-old children. I think they 
should be held accountable. 

Mr. McCOLLUM. You see a greater problem now potentially than 
there was at that time? 

Mr. VINCENT. I think there is a great threat now, that this could 
escalate because of telecommunications. 

Mr. McCoLLUM. Mr. Clausen, when you infiltrated the Earth 
First! group, did you find any evidence that they were plotting, 
planning, carrying out activities of an ecoterrorist nature across 
State lines, where a group of organizers or some of the home office 
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people, if you want to call it that, were in Califomia and they were 
working with or directing activities in the State of Montana, Mr. 
Vincent's State or elsewhere? 

Mr. CLAUSEN. Yes, sir, I did. One of the things we discovered is, 
if there was a problem in an area like Mr. Vincent, the actions that 
happened to his equipment would not come from the local group. 
They would not come from a State group. There would be commu- 
nications between the State group and another group from another 
State. They would travel. They would do the actions in Montana, 
and then they would go back to their State. The reason, as this was 
explained to me at that time, was the local sheriff didn't have the 
resources or the ability to track them. The State agencies didn't, 
and the Federal agencies weren't. 

Mr. McCOLLUM. Ms. Rodgers, it seems to me you well may have 
been in a strange and awkward position when you were in Mr. 
Riggs' office the day the big stump was put in there. The Earth 
First! people are claiming, at least verbally, that they didn't have 
the whatever to appear here today in front of us, but, through mes- 
sages they sent our way, I gather they are claiming there was no 
threat to you personally, that their entire actions were against an 
inanimate object and that is the only way they operate. How do you 
respond to that? Were you in personal fear of your own safety? 

Ms. RODGERS. Yes, sir. I would suggest that anyone confronted 
with people coming into your office wearing ski masks or facial cov- 
erings, you don't know what their intent is. When someone goes 
into a bank dressed like that, they are drawn on. We know they 
are not there to make a deposit. This wasn't business as usual, this 
was a violent act. Yes, I was afraid. 

Mr. McCOLLUM. What is spiking of a tree? Can somebody tell me 
that? Mr. Vincent? Anyone? Mr. i^Snold? 

Mr. VINCENT. Spiking of a tree is the placement of, it used to be 
the placing of a metal object or a railroad spike into a tree at cer- 
tain intervals so if the tree were harvested and sent to a mill, it 
would provide a great danger to the people who would process it. 

Mr. McCoLLUM. In other words, it could cause physical harm if 
you were sawing it up and suddenly you came ana confronted this 
with your equipment, is that correct? 

Mr. VINCENT. It indeed could. Not just physical harm in the mill 
itself where the log went to-but, for instance, if one of my brothers 
who worked in the woods was trying to cut one of those trees and 
his chain saw, with the chain spinning at a thousand RPMs, hit 
one of those spikes, the chain could bust and fly a shrapnel back 
in his face. So it is not just dangerous to the people in the mill but 
it is dangerous to the people on the ground. 

Mr. McCoLLUM. Do any of you people know of people who have 
experienced this type of iiyury as a result of activities like spiking 
or other things where they have done this monkeywrenching and 
done it to equipment that was later activated in some way that 
caused iryury? 

Mr. VINCENT. That would best be answered by the people who 
have done studies on this, including Representative Riggs' office. 
They had £in incident down in his district. 

Mr. McCoLLUM. Where somebody was iiyured with spiking, that 
type of thing, Ms. Rodgers, are you familiar with that? 
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Ms. RODGERS. There was a mill worker down in the southern 
part of our district whose saw blade in the mill, did strike a spike, 
and he was severely injured. I believe he lost an eye. 

Mr. McCoLLUM. Somebody could easily be killed. If they were 
killed, that would certainly be manslaughter, probably voluntary 
manslaughter, maybe something worse than that. Some people 
could conceivably he convicted of murder if they intended an injury 
like that, that could cause death. And I don't know that most peo- 
ple think of it that way. That is what ecoterrorism really means, 
it seems to me, and we ought to put it bluntly. 

If you are out there doing these things to property that are spik- 
ing or messing up equipment in a way that makes the handling of 
that equipment physically dangerous to somebody in a way that 
could actually kill them, and that certainly could, which Mr. Vin- 
cent has described and you have described, that is a very, very seri- 
ous crime against a person. It isn't just a crime against a property 
that we are talking about potentially being involved here, and I 
think that point needs to be made, and I have. 

Let's see. Mr. Hutchinson, you got to chair this for a while and 
you have been here for the longest. I am going to recognize you. 

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I want to follow up 
with a couple questions and thank you for conducting this hearing. 

Mr. Clausen, you testified that you infiltrated the group Earm 
First! 

Mr. CLAUSEN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HUTCHINSON. And you indicated you did that with the ap- 

proval of the FBI. 
Mr. CLAUSEN. It wasn't with their approval. I was hired as a U- 

censed private investigator to do it. As a private investigator, I 
have no more authority than anybody on this panel to make an ar- 
rest, 80 what I did was I went to both the FBI and the U.S. Forest 
Service. We discussed what would transpire. And I can't say with 
their approval, but they said if we got information that was perti- 
nent, they would take the information, which they did take. 

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Did they indicate whether there was any basis 
of Federal jurisdiction? 

Mr. CLAUSEN. I met with the FBI, a task force in San Francisco, 
and they gave me what they called an hello number, so that if I 
had information about a specific crime I could call the number and 
they would respond to it. 

Mr. HUTCHINSON. It looks to me, Uke, particularly in the great 
Northwest, in a natural resource State, this type of violence and 
criminal activity would be a high priority with local law enforce- 
ment. Has there been a positive response for investigation of these 
type of cases by local law enforcement? What are the hurdles that 
they run into? And is it a matter of resources? Because if we just 
change the Federal law and give Federal jurisdiction, that doesn't 
help us with the greatest problem, of who these culprits are and 
how can we prove a case against them. 

Mr. Clausen and then someone else might want to conament. 
Mr. CLAUSEN. I am not here to be critical of the FBI, but one of 

the things we have discovered over the years is local low enforce- 
ment agencies, primarily Sheriff Departments, Humboldt County 
Sheriff is an example and the Chief of Police in Eureka, they don't 
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have an idea of the magnitude of what goes on, how these people 
work. So what they rely on is Federal agencies. Until just recently, 
the Federal agencies have done very, very little. There have been 
a few arrests. 

There was, in 1989, the leader of Earth First! Dave Foreman and 
four others, the four were arrested for attempting to sabotage a nu- 
clear power plant, a line belonging to them, a power line. Tne lead- 
er of the organization was arrested on conspiracy charges, and they 
were convicted. 

Mr. HUTCHINSON. What kind of sentence did they get? 
Mr. CLAUSEN. I think it was 2 or 3 years. 
Mr. HUTCHINSON. Was this on State charges? 
Mr. CLAUSEN. NO, on Federal charges. 
Dave Foreman got a suspended sentence and he ended up getting 

a $250 fine aifter 6 years of probation. 
I am not here to be critical, but we do—I have been interviewed 

for over 15 hours on the information we have by Federal authori- 
ties, primarily the FBI; and the FBI and other Federal agencies 
have not sheured this information with local law enforcement agen- 
cies; and we do get an awful lot of calls fi*om them for the informa- 
tion we have. 

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Arnold, do you want to comment on your 
experience with local law enforcement and the obstacles they en- 
countered? 

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes, Congressmeui Hutchinson. I think the problem 
has largely been the fragmentation of events. These are hit-and- 
run kinds of things. They are as unpredictable as a bank robbery. 
You don't know where they are or who the perpetrators are. Locsd 
law enforcement has no idea there is a pattern to be seen, which 
is one of the reasons I would recommend the federalization of some 
of these property crimes, because the Federal database would then 
have those pieces of information in there that could readily be 
accessed by any sheriff sitting anywhere, which you can't do now. 

Mr. HUTCHINSON. I yield back. Thank you. 
Mr. McCOLLUM. Thank you. 
Mr. Buyer, you are recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. BUYER. Have any of you been members of some of the so- 

called mainstream environmental groups, ever been members of 
any of them? Can you describe how they advocate for their goals, 
as opposed to some of the extremist groups? What are the dif- 
ferences? 

Mr. ARNOLD. Well, as the Executive Vice President of the Center 
for the Defense of Free Enterprise, one of our functions is as a 
watchdog of the watchdogs, who will guard the guards while we 
try, and of course they return the favor. We generally find there 
is a spectrum. 

And one of the reasons that we published this book, Ecoterror, 
published by the Free Enterprise Press, was to make very, very 
strict distinctions between noncriminal acts that we just might not 
like-pressures on lobbying, lawsuits, other things of that nature- 
and not bunch those in with ecoterrorism. Because we have heard 
a lot of people, particularly victims of being put out of a job by en- 
virormientalist lawsuits, for example, say that is economic terror- 
ism. We don't wsuit to corrupt the meaning of the word, so we are 
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talking only about things that have arrests, convictions, prison sen- 
tences and such things as that. 

So we have generally found that even though a few organiza- 
tions, including the Sierra Club, have even joined in trying to track 
down some perpetrators of ecoterrorist crimes, even volunteering to 
offer reward money, such things as that, generally there sire an- 
other bunch of groups who either ignore it or don't denounce it pub- 
licly. 

We have asked all environmental groups to issue denouncements 
of this kind of crime. We have not been very successful. We don't 
really know what that means, but we certainly would not lump 
them in there unless we can show somebody has an arrest record 
and a conviction. 

Ms. PETERSON. You asked if any of us had been a member. While 
I was an 18-year-old college student taking my forestry courses, I 
was a member of the Wilderness Society, but I quickly learned that • 
what they were advocating, in so much as preservationism, is not 
good resource stewardship, and I quit my membership at 20. 

Mr. BUYER. I think we have to be very clesir here. There are two 
very distinct visions of environmental protection, even as evidenced 
here by who is here and who is not here in tiiis panel today, which 
is unfortunate. 

There are many Democrats, and there are some Republicans, 
who have a very strict preservationist view on environmental poli- 
cies; and if you disagree with their view on the environment, then 
they try to label you as anti-environment. But, in fact, some of us 
also espouse environmental policies of a balance that people are 
part of the environmental equation; and we have a very strong 
sense of environmental awareness and a conservation conscience. 

I come from farm country. We have to be good stewards of the 
soil, no different than loggers have to be good stewards of the soil, 
and it is how we manage our natural resources. The key word 
there is manage the natural resources. This is about being good 
stewards, and I have deep respect for the individuals that I met in 
the Pacific Northwest, because it is one of the few places left in 
America where people have such a strong work ethic, whereby 
their word is still their honor, and they still operate on a hamd- 
shake. And it was reassuring of the people I met. 

I just wanted you to know there are some Members up here that 
have an environmental belief that is very similar. And it is dis- 
tressing to me when there are other organizations, and even those 
in politics, that turn a blind eye; and by their tximing a blind eye, 
they are giving implicit condonement of such actions, and that is 
not right. 

Earlier someone mentioned the abortion issue. It is no different 
than someone who is pro-life turning a blind eye on the bombing 
of an abortion cUnic. That is wrong. I am pro-life, and I can teU 
you that that is wrong. And it is just as wrong as Earth First! and 
other organizations to take actions of terror against people just be- 
cause they have a different view toward environmental protection. 
So I appreciate your testimony today. 

Mr. McCoLLUM. Thank you, Mr. Buyer. 
Mr. Chabot, you are recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. CHABOT. I thank the Chairman. 
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In this country, we certainly tolerate protest and free speech and 
dissent. In fact, we shovdd encourage that. It is one of the things 
that makes this country great. 

But then there are those who go beyond the bounds of the law, 
and there is a whole range of activities, which we are seeing, 
things from the one extreme, those which are not auite as ofifen* 
sive, maybe starting with things Hke John Pepper, wno happens to 
be the CEO at Procter & Gamble, one of the biggest employers in 
my district of Cincinnati, who was struck in the face with a pie— 
it may seem like a fairly harmless thing, but that was one particu- 
lar person's idea of protesting their experimentation on animals 
with respect to makeup and things like that—that is essentially a 
battery—-to throwing blood on women who might choose to wear 
furs. That is somebody's protest 6igainst, you know, an alleged 
abuse of animals or animal rights. 

You have people who break into laboratories because they are of- 
fended by, {igain, laboratory use of animals, the animal rights folks. 
And then you get on the other extreme, people like the Freemen, 
who set up their own country within this country, that is their per- 
spective; or Theodore Kac^nski, the Unabomber, way out on the 
extreme, but a radical environmentalist, somebody who went way 
beyond the norm; and somebody like Timothy McVeigh. 

Again, we should tolerate protests, but ttiere are those that go 
way beyond the bounds, and we really do have to find a way to put 
a stop to some of this more bizarre activity. 

I was particidarly moved b^ Mr. Vincent's testimony and what 
his family went through, particularly his kids. And when you have 
these people that allegedly are supposed to be people who have the 
planet and our environment in mind and then they are threatening 
your kids with all kinds of outrageous activities, I mean, it is some- 
thing that really we do need to do something in this country. And 
I thmk we are found struggling with exactly what that is and ex- 
actly what the Federal role should be in all of this, but some folks 
have just gone way beyond the bounds. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. McCoLLUM. Thank you, Mr. Chabot. 
Mr. Riggs, I cannot recognize you under the procedures of the 

committee since you are not a committee member, but any member 
of the committee may yield you time, and what I am going to do 
is go to a second round of questions. I have the right to question 
for 5 minutes, and I yield you my 5 minutes. 

Mr. Riggs, you are recognized. 
Mr. RIGGS. Mr. Chairman, thank you. 
I really do appreciate you holding this hearing, and I really ap- 

f>reciate the interest and involvement and participation of my col- 
eagues. Maybe it's just the ex-cop in me, but it is nice to be an 

ex officio member oi the Subcommittee on Crime, at least for the 
day. 

Let me say something I should have said at the outset of my tes- 
timony. The episode that took place at my congressional office last 
October is quite different than the dozens and dozens of protests 
and demonstration that have been conducted at my office in the 6 
{rears that I have represented the First Congressional District, a 
abor of love. 
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It is the old sa}ring, you know, that you and I can disagree, we 
can have conflicting pofitical opinions and views; and you are abso- 
lutely free, as Mr. Chabot was just alluding, to express that dis- 
agreement. But your freedom of speech ends at the bridge of my 
nose, and when you punch me in my nose or if you have the intent 
to punch me in my nose, even if you are unsuccessful or I duck or 
you never throw the punch, you have conunitted a crime. There is 
an important distinction there, because the people that entered my 
office, that accosted Juhe emd Ronnie in October of last year, were 
bent on committing a crime. They were bent on resisting arrest. 
And imder Cahfomia law, the intent to break the law is considered 
to be conspiracy, and it is punishable as a felony. 

Let me thank the panelists, each and every one of them, for their 
testimony. Because I think they brought out today what we have 
lived with as almost, I hate to say this, but a fact of life in many 
western, predominantly rural communities, for many, many years; 
and that is, and you get some sense of it hearing the testimony, 
it is almost like a siege mentality. There is a great deal of resent- 
ment that this militant, fringe radical element has come into our 
communities and has not just disrupted life but has promoted a po- 
Utical agenda that would attempt or seek to portray the people who 
live in these communities, the people who want to be, as Mr. Buyer 
alluded, good stewards, as the wrongdoers. The true victims of the 
episode in my congressional office were my employees, but you 
would never know it, as least from some of the media accoiuits por- 
traying what transpired. 

Mr. Chairman, 1 just want to speak for a moment for you and 
Mr. Chabot, as you continue your deliberations and as you perhaps 
seek to define what, if any, Federal role or involvement there 
should be here. 

Number one, as I mentioned before, the individuals who were in- 
volved in these activities, as is so well explained and documented 
by Mr. Arnold and Mr. Clausen, are highly mobile. They are very 
transient. They operate across State Unes. That is crystal clear to 
me. 

Secondly, Mr. Arnold talks about federalization, but let me just 
point out, the arresting officers, the officers who made the airest 
at my congressional office, charged the four women with felony con- 
spiracy, felony violation of California law. Those charges were 
dropped by the local district attorney. Why did he drop them? I 
don t have any reason to doubt the man, even though I think he 
is more of a Uberal Democrat in his poUtical views, but the reality 
is his office is overwhelmed. He is prosecuting other people on 
other felony charges—violent crimes, burglary, drug offenses, auto 
theft and the like. 

The further reality is that our jail is overcrowded, our prisons— 
as you well know, Mr. Chsiirman, because you have led the way in 
trying to provide Federal taxpayer assistance—our prisons are 
biilging at the seams, and it was easier to drop the charges than 
try to pursue a felony conviction under California State law. 

Let me say it might have been a completely different matter if 
we were pursuing a felony prosecution and potential conviction 
under Federal law, using Federsil taxpayer resources. Federal law 
enforcement agencies and, yes, the Federal courts. I would love to 
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get an opinion from the judicial counsel on where they would come 
down on this particular issue. But at least I want to raise it for 
your consideration. 

These are, as Julie Rodgers described them, hate crimes. They 
are increasing in number. In fact, it is interesting: This Eartn 
First! organization for my congressional district. I mean, these 
folks are good, giving the devil its due. They already have their 
press release out; in it they are saying what transpired was a "the- 
atrical action" to make a poUtical statement about deforestation, 
not unlike any of the hundreds of protests we have had over the 
years to demand the protection of the Headwaters Forest. Earth 
First! is certainly flamboyant, but we are not violent. 

I have called upon them, Mr. Chairman, publicly, many times, to 
renounce violent tactics. I have asked them, as Mr. Arnold sug- 
gested, to disavow the information posted on the home page, the 
web site, that I cited at the beginning of the hearing. They haven't 
done that to date, and personally I am not holding my breath for 
them to do so anjrtime in the near future. 

So, thank you, again, Mr. Chairman. I look forward to conferring 
with you on where we go from here. 

Mr. McCoLLUM. Well, thank you for bringing this matter to our 
attention. It is extremely important, and I am sxire we can look at 
ways where Federal law might have a role to play, whether it is 
Mr. Arnold's suggestion of the hate crimes law, which is a Federal 
criminal law, or perhaps because of the answers like Mr. Clausen 
gave. There is an interstete role to play here, and enough evidence 
of that is before us to consider it. I am certainly open to it. 

Mr. Chabot, I took a second round. Would you like any more 
questions? 

Mr. CHABOT. NO. 
Mr. McCOLLUM. I would like to thank everybody for coming 

again. You have come long distances, and especially Mr. Riggs. You 
are going to retire for the second time from us, and we £u-e going 
to miss you for a lot of reasons, not the least of which is your abil- 
ity to bring forward issues in law enforcement like this. You have 
a very articulate voice, and your constituents are going to miss you, 
quite frankly. Thank you for doing this. 

This hearing is adjourned. 
[Whereupon, at 4:13 p.m., the subcommittee was adjourned.] 





APPENDIX 

MATERIAL SUBMITTED FOR THE HEARING RECORD 

Additional material was recieved from the following organizations and is on file 
with the Subcommittee on Crime. 

Fur Information Council of American, Hemdon, Virginia 
National Trappers Association 
Fur Commission USA, Coronado, California 
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